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FOREWORD. 


By THE Rev. DinspaLe T. Youne, D.D. 


Dr. Mountain has rendered a signal service by the 
production of this book. 


I have read enough of it to see that our gifted and 
consecrated friend excels himself in these delightful 


pages. 


Dr. Mountain conducts his argument in a lovely 
spirit, and with a wealth of exegetical learning, a 
logical incisiveness, and a penetrating insight, which 
constitutes him a victorious champion. 


I increasingly believe that the weight of argument 
is with the British-Israel position. 


I know nothing which so irradiates Old Testament 
Prophecy, which so confirms faith in the inspiration 
of the Old Testament, and which so explains the British 
Empire as does the belief which Dr. Mountain teaches. 


Such a belief must be a great inspiration to Evan- 
gelical believers and an incentive to evangelistic service. 


Heartily do I commend this timely and excellent 


work. 
DINSDALE T. YOUNG. 


CENTRAL HALL, 
WESTMINSTER, 
Lonpon, S.W. I. 


vi. 
AN APPRECIATION. 


By THE Rey. ARTHUR PRITCHARD, M.A. 


I have read “ British-Israelism Examined,” by the 
Rev. Samuel Hinds Wilkinson, and cannot but admire 
the Christian spirit of Dr. Mountain’s Reply. 


It is a matter for profound regret that Mr. Wilkinson 
should have allowed himself to employ such phrases as 
the following, regarding British-Israelites and their 
advocacy of British-Israel Truth :— ’ 


“ False foundation.” 

“ Erroneous exegesis.” 

“ Gratuitous falsification.” 

“ Distortion of history.” 
“Exposure of ignorance.” 

“‘ Misrepresentation of Scripture.’ 


‘““Not one argument which will bear the light of 
honest examination.” 


But Dr. Mountain, in his Reply, deals with Mr. 
Wilkinson in a brotherly, scholarly, and saintly way. 
British-Israelites throughout the world will always owe 
him a debt of gratitude. His book is a God-send to the 
Cause of Truth. 

ARTHUR PRITCHARD. 
THE VICARAGE, 
ROWINGTON, 
WARWICK. 


PREFACE. 


With much, deference to my ministerial and other 
brethren, whose opinions may not coincide with mine, 
I venture to invite them to do me the honour of 
perusing and prayerfully considering the following 
pages. 

The subject of British-Israel appeals to me not only 
on Biblical and religious grounds, but also on the 
grounds of its national importance in relation to the 
standards of Christian Citizenship. 


While not endorsing the pessimistic views which 
are prevalent in some quarters, I cannot but view 
with deep concern the lack of sobriety of thought and 
of Christian zeal amongst so many of the present 
generation. 


If my fellow-countrymen were once to grasp the 
truth as to their Origin, their present Responsibilities 
in relation thereto, and the future Destiny of their 
unparalleled Empire, I feel confident that the resultant 
moral and spiritual impetus towards National Repent- 
ance, Righteousness, Brotherhood and True Patriotism 
would be immense. 


As we study the records of the past, we see how 
nation after nation has risen to honour and has fallen 
in shame. But the British Empire has risen to a 
height never before attained; and it is our great 


viii. 
privilege and joy to learn from the glowing pages of 
Holy Writ that our Empire and Throne shall never 


pass away, but shall endure for ever :— 
“Thine House and thy Kingdom shall be 
made sure for ever before thee: thy Throne 
shall be established for ever.”’ 2 Sam. 7: 16. 
This is not to imply that national disobedience to 
God’s commandments will not be followed by Divine 
chastisement. Yea, alas! failure to realise our respon- 
sibilities and to reach the standards which our exalted 
Origin and Destiny demand, must inevitably compel 
that chastisement, and delay the fulfilment of the 
Purposes of God. 


I have penned these pages in the hope that—by 
more widely bringing before my fellow-countrymen the 
discovery of the long-hidden Secret of our Empire’s 
Origin, Mission, and Destiny—I may, by God’s help, 
advance, in some measure our Redeemer’s two-fold 
Kingdom—spiritual and literal—especially in relation 
to my own beloved country. 

I tender my warmest thanks to the Rev. Arthur 
Pritchard, M.A., and to S. W. Thompson, Esq., for 
their valuable assistance. It is also a pleasure to 
express my indebtedness to the gifted authors from 
whose works quotations or adaptations have been 
made. 

JAMES MOUNTAIN. 
ST. JoHn’s MANSE, 
TUNBRIDGE WELLS, 
September 13th, 1926. 


British-Israel Truth Defended. 


CHAPTER I. 
“ Search the Scriptures.” John 5 : 39. 


WHY WE WRITE THIS BOOK. 


The Rev. S. H. Wilkinson is the worthy son of the late 
Rev. John Wilkinson, the well known founder of the 
Mildmay Mission to the Jews. He has recently written 
and published a book, entitled ‘‘ British-Israelism 
Examined.” 

In our judgment, that book is the ablest and the most 
courteous which has hitherto been published against 
British-Israel Truth ; and as the subject is one which 
affects most intimately the credit of the Bible and the 
honour of God; and as it is one of deep and growing 
interest at the present time; we feel impelled—now in 
our 83rd year—to-lose no time in giving our personal 
testimony in reference to it, lest we might be called 
hence to meet our Lord with that testimony unrecorded. 


OUR EARLY EXPERIENCE OF BRITISH-ISRAEL TRUTH, 


It was in the year 1872 that we first met with literature 
on British-Israel Truth, As we read about it, we became 
impressed in its favour ; but when, later on, we examined 
_ pamphlets on the other side by Mr. Wilkinson’s father 
and Pastor Frank White, we were'sent back from the 
Kadesh Barnea of faith into the wilderness of hesitation 
and uncertainty, 
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For twenty-five years, we continued in this state of 
mind; but, when travelling extensively as a Mission 
Preacher for eight years in the British Isles and for seven 
years on a tour round the world, it so happened that in 
almost every city and town that we visited—particularly 
in our Colonies—the subject was brought before us and 
forced upon our attention. 

We had no desire to accept the theory. On the 
contrary, we are ashamed to say that we dreaded doing 
so, afraid of the controversy and trouble in which, as a 
public man, it might involve us. 

But, in the providence of God, we were led, when 
returning home from New Zealand, to undertake a 
careful and prayerful study of the whole subject, with 
the result that, after several months, we ultimately 
arrived at the conviction that the theory is true, and 
that the Anglo-Saxon race—in a national and official 
sense—are the descendants of the Ten Lost Tribes of 


Israel. 
We have never regretted arriving at that conviction, 


although it has brought us many a sneer, interrupted 
many a friendship, and bolted and barred many a door 
of public service. 

The servants of God who desire to be loyal to all 
known truth must, at all costs, faithfully follow Him 
who is THE Truth, “ rejoicing that they are counted 
worthy to suffer shame for His Name.” Acts 5: 41. 

MR. WILKINSON’S GRACIOUSNESS. 

In line with his distinguished father—whom we knew 

well and whose memory we revere—Mr. Wilkinson 
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writes in a truly charitable spirit. It is a real pleasure to 
contrast his attitude with that of some others, which, 
later on, will be set forth in these pages. 

For instance, in reference to the extensive literature of 
British-Israel Truth, Mr. Wilkinson states :— 


“Some of it is very able, and has, indeed, estab- 
lished a very plausible prima facie case. . . . It 
deserves and demands examination.” 


Again, as to the glad acceptance by many of British- 
Israel Truth, he says :— 

“ The influence which produces conviction . . . 
seems to be overwhelming when the arguments are 
arrayed en masse.” 

Yet again, he states that, in prosecuting his critical 
scrutiny into the subject, he does so :— 

“ With as much of respect and esteem for those 
who have embraced the British-Israel view as for 
those who resist it or who are waiting for further 
light upon it.” 

And yet once more, he says :— 

“We find ourselves unable to accept British- 
Israelism. We say this humbly, honestly, cour- 
teously ; with no disturbance of our love for all 
fellow-servants of our common Lord and Master 
who think otherwise, even though we are obliged to 
differ from their view on this particular matter.” 

Mr. Wilkinson is to be honoured for writing thus. 
He exhibits the spirit of an honest investigator, not that 
of a polemic debater; and in the name of all British- 
Israelites with whom we have the honour of being 
acquainted, we beg to thank him, and to reciprocate 
his Christian courtesy and graciousness, 
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MR. WILKINSON’S WARNING. 


Mr. Wilkinson, on the third page of his book, speaks 
of what he calls “‘ the subtle snare of British-Israelism.”’ 
The language is far too strong. Yet, notwithstanding, 
we must admit that there is a measure of truth in what 
he says ; for, some believers in British-Israel Truth have 
allowed themselves to become so engrossed in regard to 
it that they are in danger of obscuring or of neglecting 
truths which all of us admit to be of far greater impor- 
tance. 


We have met with just a few cases such as those to 
which Mr. Wilkinson refers. But no Movement should 
be condemned on account of the inconsistencies and 
failures of some of its adherents ; otherwise, Christianity 
itself would not escape unscathed. Moreover, allowance 
must be made for emotional human nature and for its 
inevitable excitement in some cases, when once the 
marvellous discovery is made that to-day, in Great 
Britain, God is fulfilling His ancient prophecies before 
our very eyes. 


It was, of course, unfortunate, but, perhaps, inevitable, 
that in the early days of the British-Israel Movement, 
immature minds became unduly obsessed by it; spoke 
and acted unadvisedly in reference to it; rushed into 
print; and expressed exaggerated opinions which 
responsible leaders have all along disavowed. But, alas ! 
the evil effects of such events linger amongst us, and 
continue to create and perpetuate prejudice against the 
British-Israel Movement. But, again to the honour of 
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Mr. Wilkinson be it said that, he has based his criticisms 
upon the most recent official literature. 


A CURIOUS SITUATION. 


There can be no doubt that British-Israel Truth has 
made a wide cleavage amongst good, able, and learned 
men. To this cleavage we now beg to draw the attention 
of our readers, 


1. ADVOCATES AND DEFENDERS ARE NUMEROUS. 


As we think of the eminent men and women of the 
past, whose names are on the Roll of Honour of British- 
Israel Truth, the following stand out as its pre-eminent 
adherents, advocates, or defenders :— 


Her Imperial Majesty, QuEEN VICTORIA. 
His Imperial Majesty, Kinc Epwarp VII. 


* a * 


The Rt. Hon. Blanche, Marchioness of Waterford. 

The Countess-Dowager of Clanwilliam. 

The Rt. Hon. The Earl of Radnor. 

Field-Marshal The Rt. Hon. Earl Roberts. 

Admiral The Rt. Hon. Lord Fisher. 

Admiral The Rt. Hon. Lord Beresford. 

Archibishop Bond of Montreal. 

Bishop Alexander, D.D. | The first two Anglican 

Bishop Gobat, D.D. | Bishops in Jerusalem. 

Bishop Titcomb, D.D. 

Bishop Thornton, D.D. 

The Very Reverend Dean Abbadie. 

Archdeacon Denis Hanan, D.D. 

The Rt. Hon. W. F. Massey, P.C., late Prime 
Minister of New Zealand. 

Mr. Justice Bird—retired Indian Judge. 

Mr, Reader Harris, K.C, 
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And, as we think of the eminent men and women who 
to-day, are British-Israelites the following may well be 
specially named amongst hundreds more : 

H.R.H. Princess Alice, Countess of Athlone. 
The Rt. Hon. Countess-Dowager of Radnor. 
The Rt. Hon. Lord Gisborough. 

The Rt. Hon. Lord St. John of Bletsoe. 

The Countess-Dowager of Castlestewart. 

The Marchioness-Dowager of Headfort. 

The Dowager Lady Lurgan. 

The Rt. Rev. The Bishop of the Falkland Islands. 
Major-General C. A. Hadfield. 

Professor E. Odlum, M.A., B.Sc. 

Mr. John Leech, M.A., LL.B., K.C. 

The Rev. Mark Guy Pearse. 

The Rev. Dinsdale T. Young, D.D. 


It will thus be perceived that amongst the vast 
numbers of believers in British-Israel Truth throughout 
the world, there are representatives of Royalty, the 
Nobility, Science, the Episcopal Bench, the Judicial 
Bench, the Bar, the Army, the Navy, the Premiership, 
and the great Free Churches of our land. But, notwith- 
standing this widespread and influential imprimatur, 
British-Israel Truth still encounters strong opposition, 
and, in some cases, bitter attack, to which we now make 
a brief reference. 


2. CRITICS AND OPPONENTS ARE MANY. 


Mr. Wilkinson says that the advocates of British- 
Israel Truth are in danger of ‘‘ an overwhelming menace 
to spiritual equilibrium and balance.” 


But what shall we say of the “ equilibrium and 
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balance ” of such an opponent as the Anglican clergyman 
who has recently issued a sixpenny pamphlet under the 
pen-name of “ Clericus”’? We have no doubt that he is 
an excellent and a well-meaning gentleman ; but, like 
many such, when they begin to write against British- 
Israel, they. lose their ‘equilibrium and balance.” 
These are some of the terms which he applies to British- 
Israel Truth and its advocates :— 


“ Foolish Teaching.” 

“ Absurd Contentions.” 

“Loads of Rubbish.” 

“Old Wives’ Fables.” 

“ Degrading Prophecy.” 

“Worthless Exposition.” 

“Tnconsistent Interpretation.” 

““ Appalling Misinterpretations.” 

“ Ridiculous Misrepresentations.”’ 

“Serious Misinterpretations.” 

“A Series of Transmutations.” 

“ Misinterpretations of God’s Truth.” 

“ Built up, perhaps, with Devout Intentions, but 
on Foundations of the merest sand.” 


Another Anglican clergyman publicly attacks British- 
Israel Truth in the following epithets :— 


“ Pure Conjecture.” 

“ Harmless Delusion.” 

“This Strange Theory.” 

“ Not Worth Debating.” 

“ Beguiled and Led Astray.” 
“So Flimsy a Foundation.” 

“ Built up upon Coincidences.” 
“Not one Substantial Fact.” 

“ The British-Israel Net.” 

“ Side-Tracked by the Devil” ! 
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SOME REASONS FOR THIS OPPOSITION. 


The above are terrible words to come from the pen of 
clergymen, especially when they are applied to the 
deliberate opinions of such distinguished men and women 
as those whom we have just mentioned. In our judg- 
ment those terms are discourteous and utterly 
unjustifiable. 

But, how shall we account for them? Not by imputing 
bad motives, which, alas! is a frequent fault in all 
kinds of controversies. Four causes may be mentioned 
for the denunciation of British-Israel Truth :— 


I. The subject may have been approached under the 
influence of unconscious prejudice and bias ; ; 


2. The subject may not have been fully investigated, 
studied, and considered ; 


3. There may have been an unreasonable demand 
for a kind of evidence and for a degree of evidence which, 
in the nature of the case, it is impossible to produce ; 


4. There may have been, on the part of the Objector, 
a defective exegesis which led to a wrong perception of 
such subjects as “the Stone Kingdom”; and, in 
particular, to the postponing to the Millennial Age of the 
wonderful prophecies which predicted the national 
greatness of the Ten Tribes. 


But, whatever may be the cause or causes, the subject 
of British-Israel Truth is one of such vast importance and 
of such surpassing interest, that every effort should be 
made, in the spirit of brotherly love, to remove misappre- 
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hensions and to clear away the misunderstandings 
which prevail. 


SOME IMPORTANT TESTIMONIES. 


Before proceeding to deal with the arguments of Mr. 
Wilkinson, it may be well to give a few testimonies on 
the subject. 

The remarkable thing is that many who are now, or 
who have formerly been, prominent advocates of British- 
Israel Truth were once its bitter opponents. For 
instance :— 

x. Mr. Justice E. W. Bird, a retired Indian Judge, 
tells us that when he first heard of the subject in 1874, 
he “laughed at it’’ and said it was “absurd.” But 
when he applied his judicial mind to the study of the 
question, he not only accepted British-Israel Truth but 
also wrote many pamphlets in its favour, and became for 
many years the distinguished honorary Editor of ‘‘ The 
Banner of Israel.’ His testimony to British-Israel 
Truth is given in the following words :— 

“T am firm in my convictions ; and I rejoice to 
know that, under God, I have done something to 
make known one of God’s most glorious mysteries 
—now a well known truth.” 

2. The Rt. Rev. Bishop Titcomb, D.D., tells us that 
when he first met with British-Israel Truth, he condemned 
the whole theory as “ridiculous.” His testimony is as 
follows :— 


“All my antecedent prejudices were against 
the British-Israel views, and I only became an 
Anglo-Israel convert by the force of slow and 
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silent conviction .... Thousands who have 
begun by cavilling, have ended with conviction ; 
and, for the most part, those who have not become 
convinced have failed only because they were 
without sufficient patience to go through an 
examination of the subject carefully.” 


Professor E. Odlum, M.A., B.Sc., of Canada, is an 


illustrious advocate of British-Israel Truth ; but, at first, 
he also, as he tells us, ‘‘ laughed at it, and made arrange- 
ments to master it, and to attack it openly.” The follow- 
ing is his testimony :— 


4. 


“‘ Now, at the end of nearly thirty years of hard 
and patient study, the proof that we Anglo-Saxon 
peoples are the ancient Ten-Tribed House. of 
Israel, in a national and official sense, is as clear to 
my mind as the noon-day sun is to the eyes of 
mortals,” 


The Rt. Hon. W. F. Massey—late Prime Minister 


of New Zealand—has said :— 


5. 


6. 


. “ British-Israel Truth is God’s Truth. It is, 
therefore, bound to win. It is winning now all 
along the line.” 


Admiral Lord Fisher testified as follows :— 


“T have been a British-Israelite all my life ; 
and I cannot understand any Englishman of 
common sense being otherwise.”’ 


The Rev. Charles Kingsley, the famous Author, 


said :— 


“ As sure as God made Abraham a great nation, 
so, if we English are a great nation, God made us 
so. As sure as God gave Abraham the land of 
Canaan, so sure He gave us this land of England.” 
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7. Lord Gisborough says :— 

“Tt is a magnificent thing to be the Covenant 
People ; the people whom God has chosen; the 
people whom God is going to use as His instrument 
to carry out His scheme for the world.” 

I have particular pleasure in giving the three following 
Testimonies, because of the fact that they are the declara- 
tions of men who are personally known and highly 
esteemed in Christian circles in this country, yea, and 
throughout our world-wide Empire :— 

8. The late Mr. Reader Harris, Founder of the Pente- 
costal League, and the eminent King’s Counsel, gives 
seven reasons in his book for his belief in British-Israel 
Truth ; and, in conclusion, he says :-— 


“ The acceptance of this truth by the Christians 
of to-day would, I believe, lead to an immediate 
revival among all sections of the British race.” 


g. The Rev. Mark Guy Pearse, as far back as 1909, 
wrote in The Methodist Times as follows :— 


“Tf England is Ephraim—that is, the Ten 
Tribes of Israel—then I can see the prophecies of 
the Scriptures being fulfilled in our midst. If 
England is not Ephraim, then there is no such 
people answering to the prophet’s description ; 
nor, as yet, has there been such a people ; nor is 
there at present any promise of such a people 
appearing.” 

Io. The Rev. Dinsdale T. Young, D.D., on the 14th 
of October, 1924, presided at one of the meetings of the 
British-Israel Congress, and spoke at considerable 
length in its support. A few of his glowing sentences 
must suffice :— 
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“Tam more and more drawn to the great truths 
that this Federation represents. My heart warms 
to it, as I have often said in public, and more 
often still in private, first of all, because of its 
splendid adherence to the Bible..... I am 
more and more convinced that this truth— 
British-Israel Truth—pours a wonderful radiance 
on the Old Testament. .... The British-Israel 
Federation has lighted a lamp, the golden beauty 
of which will never be obscured. Some people 
call us ‘ cranks.’ Let them call us what they will. 
In the great truth which this Federation holds, 
you have the explanation of the wonderful 
British Empire.” 


A PLEASING EPISODE. 


recall, with much pleasure, a personal incident 
occurred several years ago on the platform of the 


Keswick Convention. 


Mr. Wilkinson and we had been sitting near to each 
other during the meeting, and as the brethren were 
leaving the platform, he came to us, and, in the most 
gracious manner, said :— 


“ Do you really believe that we British people 
are the descendants of the Ten Tribes of Israel ? ”’ 


“‘ Most certainly I do’’ was my answer. ‘ For 
twenty-five years, I held my mind in abeyance 
upon the subject; but, after careful study, I 
became a convinced believer in British-Israel Truth, 
My conviction has never wavered.” 


Mr. Wilkinson’s reply was brief, but it was worthy of 


him. 
sides,”’ 


It was this :—‘‘ There is much to be said on both 
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Mr. Wilkinson has said, and said well, what can be 
advanced on his side. His book is a challenge; and, 
with much respect to himself, we venture humbly to 
accept the challenge. 

Hence, in defence of the Bible which both he and we 
equally revere ; and for the honour of God whom both 
he and we equally love; and in elucidation of a great 
subject, on which with equal conscientiousness he and we 
widely differ, we beg the reader’s prayerful study of the 
following chapters of— 
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CHAPTER II. 


“ He that giveth answer before he heareth, 
It is folly and shame unto jim.” Proverbs 18: 13. 


EPHRAIM-ISRAEL’S FIRST RESTORATION. 
“THE APPOINTED PLACE.” 


THE TWO KINGDOMS. 


Up to the year 975 B.c., the Israelitish people existed 
as one nation. In that year, however, on the death of 
Solomon, the nation was divided intotwo. The Northern 
nation, consisting of the Ten Tribes, became known as 
the Kingdom of Israel, the ‘‘ House of Joseph,” 
“Ephraim,’’ and the “Ten Tribes.” The Southern 
nation, consisting of Judah and Benjamin with members 
of Levi, was known as the Kingdom of Judah—usually 
referred to as ‘‘ Judah ”’ or the “‘ Jews.” The Capital of 
the Northern Kingdom was the City of Samaria. The 
Capital of the Southern Kingdom was Jerusalem. 


For the sake of clearness; we shall, in these pages, 
refer to the Ten Tribes, or the Northern Kingdom, as 
“ Ephraim-Israel,” and to the Two Tribes, or the 
Southern Kingdom, as “ Judah ” or ‘‘ Jews.” 


THE TEN TRIBES IN CAPTIVITY. 


Both Kingdoms sinned grievously against the Lord ; 
and both were visited with Divine punishment. Ephraim- 
Israel, on account of her idolatry, was finally carried into 
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captivity to Assyria by Shalmaneser, about the year 
721 B.C. Bible /istory leaves her there; but Bible 
prophecy directs her movements, and follows her foot- 
steps far and wide. 

How completely Ephraim-Israel was divorced may be 
seen from the following terms which the prophet Hosea 
applies to her in chapteri: 6-9 :— 


MEET a ech cee\ genase stanecs ys God scatters. 
PS leks Unpitied. 
BUPA secs ese sasserncssevecs Not my people. 


Thus, Ephraim-Israel was not only divorced ; she was 
also, for the time being, disfranchised and rejected. 
God said to them: “ Ye are not my people, and I will 
not be your God.” Hosea tr: g. Far away from their 
beloved Samaria, they were the captives of a despotic, 
_ heathen monarch, and, to all appearance, in a position of 
helpless and hopeless servitude. 


WOULD THERE EVER BE ANY RESTORATION? 


“Yes,” says Mr. Wilkinson, “‘ in the land of Palestine, 
when Israel and Judah shall one day be united.” For 
Hosea, in the same chapter as the one already mentioned, 
says :— 

“It shall come to pass that in the place where 
it was said to them, Ye are not my people, there 
it shall be said unto them, Ye are the sons of the 
Living God.” Hosear: Io. 

That is to say, in a national sense, they were to be 
Christianized. 

Now, as to the fact of the Second, or Palestinian- 
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Restoration, Mr. Wilkinson and British-Israelites are in 
general agreement. But when we compare notes with 
him, a very serious difference soon becomes manifest. 
The fact is, there are two Restorations of Ephraim- 
Israel spoken of in the Old Testament ; but Mr. Wilkin- 
son recognises only one. The first Restoration was to be 
entirely apart from Judah, and entirely apart from 
Palestine. To this Restoration of the Ten Tribes we now 
beg to draw the readers’ attention. 


I.—EPHRAIM-ISRAEL’S “ APPOINTED 
PACE." 


One day, the prophet Nathan visited King David, and 
made a most important communication to him. The 
visit was made under the direct command of God :— 
“ Go and tell my servant David, Thus saith the Lord.” 
2Sam.7: 5. 

The Prophet, speaking in the name of Jehovah, 
recounted God’s gracious dealings with David in past 
years, and predicted several marvellous blessings in the 
future. 


THE THREE GREAT PROMISES TO ISRAEL, 


David was already a great and mighty king, and his 
kingdom was already established over all Palestine ; 
for the disruption had not yet taken place, although the 
distinction, rivalry, and antagonism, between the House 
of Ephraim-Israel and the House of Judah had long been 
recognised. 2 Sam. 5: 1-5. But, to David’s surprise 
and delight, three special blessings were now clearly 


EPHRAIM-ISRAEL’S FIRST RESTORATION. I? 


promised to him and to his seed. These blessings were 
as follows :— 
I. That he himself, as king, should be eminent and 
renowned :— 
“ T will make thee a great name.” 2Sam7: 9, 
2. That his Throne and Kingdom should be perpetual, 
—never to come to an end :— 

“ Thine House and thy Kingdom shall be made 
sure for ever before thee: thy throne shall be 
established for ever.” 2Sam7: 16. 

3. That, at some distant period, a national dwelling- 
place would be assigned to Israel :— 

“T will appoint a place for my people Israel, 
and will plant them, that they may dwell in their 
own place, and be moved no more ; neither shall 
the children of wickedness afflict them any more, 
as at the first, and as from the day that I com- 
manded judges to be over my people Israel; and 


I will cause them to rest from all their enemies.” 
2 Sam. 7: Io, If. 


Il.—EPHRAIM-ISRAEL’S FIRST RESTORATION. 


1. British-Israelites maintain that this promise of a 
place of refuge was made in regard to the Israel of the 
Ten Tribes only, or mainly, and not to the House of 
Judah, as such. The Jews have never had any such 
place; or, indeed, any place of their own at all other 
than Palestine; and ever since the destruction of 
Jerusalem by Titus in the year 70 A.D., they have been 
exiled wanderers throughout the world, and have been 
subjected to untold and untellable cruelties, 
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2. As David thought on these wonderful promises ; 
and as, by faith, he looked forward to their fulfilment in 
future generations, well might he exclaim :— 

“‘O Lord God, Thou hast spoken also of Thy 
servant’s House for a great while to come.” 2Sam. 
at 38 

British-Israelites take these promises in their literal 
sense; while, however, rejoicing in all the spiritual 
meaning which they convey concerning King David's 
Greater Son—the Lord Jesus Christ. 


3. And as to the locality of ‘‘ the Appointed Place,” 
they have no doubt, after full investigation, that it was 
to be, and now is, the British Isles. Hence the adopted 
name—‘ British-Israel.’’ 


Here, in our beloved land, we behold the zenith of 
Ephraim-Israel’s First Restoration. The Second Restor- 
ation will be in Palestine itself, when Ephraim-Israel 
and Judah will, representatively, occupy The Holy 
Land, and will there unite as one People—the People of 
the Living God. Then will the prophecy be fulfilled : 

“ And the nations shall know that Iam Jehovah 


that sanctify Israel, when my sanctuary shall be 
in the midst of them for evermore.” Ezek. 


37: 28. 


MR. WILKINSON’S OBJECTIONS. 
Mr. Wilkinson, however, maintains that the passage 
in 2 Samuel 7, which refers to the ‘‘ Appointed Place,” 
alludes to the land of Palestine ; and that the passage is 
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not in reality a promise at all, but only a plain statement 
as to what had actually been God’s dealings with the 
whole nation in the past. 


Objection 1.—A QUESTION OF INTERPRETATION. 

As to interpretation, Mr. Wilkinson divides his 
objections into three heads :—“‘ Exegesis, Reasonability, 
and Harmony with the whole body of Scripture.” 

As to Exegesis, we reply that— 

I. The evidence that the passage in question is a 
predictive promise is very strong, as will now be shewn. 

2. Palestine had already, in ages long past, been 
unconditionally awarded to the whole of the Twelve 
Tribes in the Abrahamic Covenant. Hence, there was 
no need for a repetition of the award. It would have 
been superfluous. 

3. The “ Appointed Place’ could not be Palestine ; 
for during the whole of David’s reign, Israel and Judah 
were actually located in Palestine, and in national, and 
unmolested possession of the country. Hence, there was 
no need for either an historical statement or for a 
predictive promise that such a national possession should 
be theirs in the future. They were already there. 

4. Palestine could not fulfil the geographical condi- 
tions of the promise as a place of safety ; for the Holy 
Land is peculiarly liable to attack both from the North 

and the South. 

5. Asto the lack of Reasonability or of Harmony with 
the whole body of Scripture, these matters will, I think, 
be made clear in future chapters, by the narration of what 


’ 
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the Bible really prophesies as to the future of Ephraim- 
Israel. 

Meanwhile, it may be well to state that it is not for 
men—however good or learned—to criticise prophecy» 
or to become prophetical students; but rather to be 
students of prophecy—a widely different thing. 

Moreover, it is not for any one to dogmatise, as to the 
way in which God must, or will, fulfil His prophecies or 
make known their fulfilment. He may act secretly or 
openly, gradually or suddenly, unostentatiously or 
gloriously. 


Objection 2.—A QUESTION OF TRANSLATION. 


Mr. Wilkinson alleges that the verbs in the passage 
under consideration ought to be rendered in the past 
tense, instead of in the future tense. 


We reply that— 

1. While it is true that the Hebrew verbs are in the 
perfect tense, nevertheless the vav prefixed to them is 
apparently the vav conversive, which, as every Hebraist 
knows, converts the perfect tense into a future. 

2. Moreover, even if the vav were not conversive, but 
merely conjunctive, that would not necessarily negative 
the idea of the futurity of the promise of the ‘‘ Appointed 
Place’’; for, as Mr. Wilkinson’s own authority, Dr. 
Robert Young, truly says :— 

“The Hebrew writers often express the cer- 
tainty of a thing taking place by putting it in the 
past tense, though the actual fulfilment may not 
take place for ages.” 
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3. It is very significant however, and ought to be 
conclusive, that both the Authorised Version and the 
Revised Version of the Old Testament take the vav 
as conversive in the passage under consideration, and 
translate it in the future tense. Their translation is as 
follows : 

“T will appoint a place. 
And wld plant them.” 2 Sam. 7: Io. 
The Translators and Revisers were all competent men, 
and, so far as the public know, there was not one British- 
Israelite among them. 

4. Moreover, the Septuagint, or Greek Version, which 
was made more than two hundred years B.c., also gives 
the passage in the future. 

5. Dr. Moffatt’s translation reads as follows :— 


“T will fix a place for my people Israel and 
plant them from within their place, till they are 
never unsettled again.” 

6. And, further, the whole structure and contour of 
the passage appear to point to a distant future, and toa 
locality far remote from Palestine, and widely different 
in its physical conditions. 


SUMMATION. 


It appears from the above that the strictures and 
allegations of Mr. Wilkinson are “ not proven.” Mean- 
while, it is the reverent and firm conviction of British- 
Israelites that the God of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob 
has been, for centuries past, slowly fulfilling in the British 
Empire His ancient prophecies to Ephraim-Israel— 
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although we knew it not. The evidence of this will ap- 
pear in future chapters. 

It is only in comparatively recent years that the 
glorious fact—the revealing of hidden Ephraim-Israel 
in Great Britain—has burst upon the Christian vision ; 
but the knowledge of the fact is spreading rapidly 
thoroughout our world-wide Empire ; is vindicating the 
trustworthiness and authority of the Bible ; is justifying 
the mysteries of Divine providence ; and is leading many 
doubting souls to Christ Jesus, as their Redeemer, 
Saviour and Lord. 
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CHAPTER III. 


“ Prove all things; hold fast that which is good.” 
I Thessalonians 5: 21. 


THE LOCALITY OF “THE APPOINTED 
PLACE.” 


In the previous chapter, it was indicated that God 
gave to King David a promise that He would, at some 
distant period of time, appoint a “ place”’ for Israel. 
We contended that that promise did not refer to the whole 
of the Twelve Tribes, but to the Ten Tribes only. 
Moreover, we gave various reasons to prove that the 
Appointed Place could not possibly be Palestine, but 
must refer to some extensive territory quite apart from 
Palestine, and far distant from its sacred territory. 


THE PROMISE ANALYSED. 


The clauses of the promise and their relation to 
Ephraim-Israel, may be set out as follows :— 
The Place Appointed...... Divinely Chosen. 
Israel Planted There...... Divinely Settled. 
A Place of Their Own...... Divinely Bestowed. 


Their Permanent Home...Divinely Located. 
Their Place of Security ...Divinely Protected. 


I.—THE TWO RESTORATIONS OF EPHRAIM- 
ISRAEL. 
As previously mentioned, two Restorations of Ephraim- 
Israel were predicted by the inspired prophets :— 
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1. THE APPOINTED-PLACE-RESTORATION. 


The first Restoration was to be that of Ephraim-Israel 
only, and was to involve a lengthy pilgrimage from 
Assyria—the land of their Captivity—to the Appointed 
Place. In the firm belief of British Israelites, this 
Appointed-Place-Restoration occurred centuries ago in 
the British Isles, with marvellous results to the vindica- 
tion of the Bible and to the glory of God. 


2. THE PALESTINIAN-RESTORATION. 


The second Restoration—which, in its fulness, is still 
future—is to be the combined, final, but representative 
return of both Ephraim-Israel and the Jews to Palestine. 
Accordingly, we read :— 

“It shall come to pass in that day that the 
Lord shall set His hand again the second time to 
recover the remnant of His people, which shall 
remain from Assyria, and from Egypt and from 
Pathros and from Cush and from Elam and from 
Shinar and from Hamath and from the Islands of 
the Sea. And He shall set up an ensign for the 
nations, and shall assemble the outcasts of Israel, 
and gather together the dispersed of Judah from 
the four corners of the earth.” Isa, Ir: II, 12. 


This final Restoration to Palestine has never yet taken 
place in its fulness, either under the edict of Cyrus, or on 
any other occasion. Judah and Ephraim-Israel are still 
separate peoples ; and the reader will observe that when 
Ephraim-Israel is finally gathered to Palestine, there to 
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unite with Judah, among the places from which she is to 
come are “ the Islands of the Sea.” 

Thus, in this second Restoration, Ephraim-Israel is to 
return to Palestine “‘ from the Islands of the Sea ’— 
the Appointed Place—while Judah will terminate her 
dispersion and will return to Palestine ‘‘ from the four 
corners of the earth.” What a glorious re-union it will 
be when realised in all its majestic fulness ! 

Of course, as Ephraim-Israel is to return to Palestine 
“from the Islands of the Sea,” it is obvious that she 
must first have gone thither, and been dwelling there at 
the time of this Palestinian Restoration. 


CAN THE APPOINTED PLACE BE IDENTIFIED? 

Is the locality of the Appointed Place indicated in the 
Bible? If so, can that Place be located ? 

British Israelites confidently reply in the affirmative. 
They produce the texts, and say, without a vestige of 
doubt, that in the British Isles the Appointed Place is to 
be found ; and that in the world-wide British Empire are 
now revealed the “nation and company of nations” 
which the God of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob promised 
that the descendants of Israel ‘‘in the latter days” 
should become. 

Let us now search the Scriptures on this point ; and 
may the Holy Spirit lead us into the paths of truth! 
In this connection, we do well to offer the prayer of the 
Psalmist :— 


“Open Thou mine eyes, that I may behold 
Wondrous things out of Thy Law.” 
Psalm 119: 18, 
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IIl.—EPHRAIM-ISRAEL “IN THE 
WILDERNESS.” 


1. The prophet Hosea, after predicting, in his second 
chapter, Ephraim-Israel’s deportation and bondage, ‘ 
proceeds to tell of her repentance, of the Divine forgive- 
ness, and of the locality of her first Restoration :— 

“J will allure her, and bring her into the wilder- 
ness, and speak comfortably unto her. . . . I will 
betroth thee unto me for ever,.... and thou 
shalt know the Lord. ... I will say to them 
which were not my people, Thou art my people ; 
and thou shalt say, Thou art my God.” Hos. 
2: 14-23. 

In other words, in some distant part of the world 
which is here called “‘ the wilderness,” Ephraim-Israel 
should be restored to God’s favour and to His blessing. 
Now, where was that “‘ wilderness ? ”’ 


The expression ‘‘ wilderness ”’ must not be understood 
to be a desert. Like numerous Hebrew words, 2D 
midh-bar, has various significations, but the Hebrew 
Lexicon of Gesenius gives the following, as its first 
meaning :— 

“ An uninhabited plain country, fit for feeding 
flocks, not desert, a pasture.” 

2. The prophet Jeremiah also foretold that, “in the 
wilderness,’ escaped Ephraim-Israel was to find “ grace ” 
and “‘rest.”” After his mention of “ the latter days” at 
the conclusion of the previous chapter, he proceeds to 
say :— 
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* At that time, saith the Lord, will I be the God 
of all the families of Israel, and they shall be my 
people. Thus saith the Lord, the people which 
were left of the sword found grace im the wilder- 
ness, even Israel, when I went to cause him to 
Pests” i) Jer.) 4x t' 2):2. 

By the phrase, “the latter days,’’ is indicated the 
Gospel Dispensation. In those days, Ephraim-Israel 
was to find “ grace’”’ and “‘ rest in the wilderness.” 
Again, we ask, Where was that “ wilderness’??? Ob- 
viously, it was the same ‘‘ wilderness ’’’ as that referred 
to by Hosea. 


3. Moreover, the Prophet Ezekiel foretold that God 
would deliver Ephraim-Israel from their oppressors, 
bring them “‘ into the wilderness,’’ and restore them once 
more to Covenant-blessings :— 


a) 46 


“T will bring you out from the peoples, and 
will gather you out of the countries wherein ye are 
Scattered:). 3... and I will bring you into the 
wilderness of the peoples, and there will I plead 
with you face to face... .. And I will cause you 
to pass under the rod, and I will bring you into 
the bond of the Covenant.”” Ezek. 20: 34-37. 

The reference here is, evidently, to the New Covenant, 
under which Ephraim-Israel, im the wilderness, was to 
forsake idolatry and, to become, in a national sense, 
Christianized. Again we ask, Where was that “‘ wilder- 
ness”? 


4. Thus, while the Jews, after many ‘centuries of 
- uncovenanted wanderings, were predicted to go back to 
Palestine in unbelief, Ephraim-Israel, centuries before 
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that event—while in the wilderness—was predicted to be 
brought into ‘“‘ the bond of the Covenant.” 

5. In other words, “in the wilderness,” and long 
before the Palestinian-Restoration, Ephraim-Israel, in 
a national sense, was to be Christianized :— 


To become “‘ the sons of the 

living God.” Hos. 1:10. 
To find “ grace in the wilder- 

ness.” jer, SEP a 

. To enter “the bond of the 

Covenant.” Ezek. 20: 37. 
To ‘give glory unto 

Jehovah.” Isa. 42:10, 12. 


In reference to the phrase, ‘‘ Ye are sons of the living 
God,” the ‘‘ Speaker’s Commentary ” says :— 

“This, surely, is a description of Christian 
blessedness.”’ 

Of course, this is quite consistent with the idea of 
discipline, chastisement, and training; for it is often 
through such experiences that spiritual blessing comes. 

6. Moreover, in the wilderness, Ephraim-Israel was to 
be not only Christianized, but also to become very 
prosperous, multitudinous and powerful. This will be 
shewn later on in our investigation. 

In the meantime, “‘ the wilderness’ would become as’ 
“the garden of the Lord.” 

7. Hence, the prophet Isaiah sweeps, with prophetic 
vision, through the Old Testament-centuries right down 
into the Christian Era; and thus he speaks in glowing 
terms, of the fulness of Ephraim-Israel’s first Restoration 
in the wilderness :— 


, 
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“Sing unto the Lord a new song, and His 
praise from the end of the earth ; ye that go down 
to the sea, and all that is therein: the isles, and 
the inhabitants thereof. Let the wilderness and 
the cities thereof lift up their voice, the villages 
that Kedar doth inhabit : let the inhabitants of 
Sela sing, let them shout from the top of the 
mountains. Let them give glory unto the Lord, 
and declare His praise in the islands.”’ Isa. 
42: 10-12. 

8. Thus, each of these great prophets has spoken of 
the wilderness as the place of Restoration and marvellous 
blessing to Ephraim-Israel. Obviously, in each case, 
the word “‘ wilderness’”’ indicates the same locality— 
the Appointed Place—which God had promised to 
David. Once more, we ask, Where was that “ wilder- 
ness ”’ ? 

“ But,” it may be asked, “‘ What connection is there 
between this wilderness and British-Israel? ”’ We reply 
that there is a very close connection, as we now proceed 
to shew. Our appeal is to the Bible—the Word of God. 


III.—EPHRAIM-ISRAEL “ IN THE ISLANDS.” 

When we carefully search the writings of the inspired 
prophets, we discover that the place called “‘ the wilber- 
ness” is associated with “ islands.” 

Now, in the days of the Old Testament, neither 
Ephraim-Israel nor Judah, as such, had, anything 
specially to do with islands ; and, all down the ages since 
that time, the same statement may still be made con- 
cerning Judah. But what about Ephraim-Israel ? 
British-Israelites rejoice to believe that “ the wilderness ” 
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of Ephraim-Israel is found in “ the islands of the sea,” 
and that those islands are “‘ the British Isles.” 

1. The prophecies of Isaiah which connect Ephraim- 
Israel and her Restoration with “‘ islands ’’ are numerous 
and striking. He addresses her in the following terms :— 


“ Isles of the sea.”’ Isaiah 24: 15. 
“ Islands of the sea.”’ Pred ilat hfe 2 
“Listen, O isles unto me.” » 49:1. 
“ The isles shall wait for me.” Peis) Seu 
“‘ The isles and the inhabitants 

thereof ”’ PRs eye sc 
“Surely the isles shall wait 

for me.” oll Ee 
“ The isles shall wait for His 

Law.” Pn ih 


‘“ Attend unto me, O my people : 
And give ear unto me, O my 
nation ; 
The isles shall wait for me, and 
On mine arm shall they trust.” » Sa Se 
2. The prophet Jeremiah, also speaks of Ephraim- 

Israel as being “‘ 7m the isles,”’ And just as Isaiah asso- 
ciates the wilderness with the islands—42 : 10-12—so does 
Jeremiah in chapter 31. In the second verse of that 
chapter, he tells us that “Israel found grace in the 
wilderness ”’ ; and in the tenth verse, he says :— 

“‘ Hear the word of the Lord, O ye nations, and 
declare it in the isles afar off; and say, He that 
scattered Israel will gather him, and keep him, as 
a shepherd doth his flock.”” Jer. 31: 2, Io. 

Now, these passages, unquestionably, refer to Ephraim- 
Israel who are here described as God’s “ people” and 
God’s “‘ nation,” as inhabiting “isles of the sea,’”’ as in 
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the attitude of obedience, and as waiting for God and His 
Law. 

Moreover, there are indications that the passages 
allude also to a period shortly before the time of the 
re-union of Ephraim-Israel with Judah, and their final 
return to Palestine, of which we read in Isaiah Ir: II, 
12, which has previously been quoted. 


IV.—THE ISLANDS DESCRIBED. 


The islands receive a threefold description :— 

1. “ The Islands of the sea.” 

The phrase ‘‘ of the sea’ appears to indicate a terri- 
tory of some considerable size. Isa, 11: II; 24: I5. 


2. “‘ The Islands afar off.” 

Their locality is described by the terms “ from far,” 
“ afar off,’’ “ the end of the earth,” “‘ the uttermost part 
Grane earth. 4 Jer, 31: 10; Isa.'24: 16; 42: 10; 
4Q%, 2: 

3. “Isles... . the North and the West.” 

In Hebrew, there is no single word for North-West. 
The idea has to be expressed by the words North and the 
West. Hos. 11: 10; Zech:-8: 7; Isa. 43: 5, 6; 
Manes) fer. 3: 16523: 7,8; 3r: 7, 8. 

This threefold description is utterly unsuitable to the 
islands of the Mediterranean ; and it points very definitely 
to the British Isles. In those days, so far as human 
knowledge went, those islands were certainly regarded 
as in “ the uttermost part of the earth’; and they fulfil 
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all the conditions which are mentioned in the above 
passages of the Word of God. 

Thus, these favoured islands, in the ‘‘ North and West,”’ 
stand forth as the God-Appointed-Place for Ephraim- 
Israel, whence they shall, representatively, in God’s 
good time, unite with Judah in the Second, or Pales- 
tinian-Restoration. 

In this connection, there is a striking passage in 
Zechariah concerning Ephraim-Israel. There we read :— 


“They shall remember me in far countries : 
and they shall live with their children, and shall 
return.” Zech, Io: If. 


The ‘‘ Speaker’s Commentary ” remarks :— 
“In far countries, that is, in lands remote from 
Judea.” 


Hence, we are not surprised to read the following 
testimonies :— 


Dr. Abbadie, of Amsterdam, has stated :— 


‘ Unless the Ten Tribes have flown into the air, 
or have been plunged to the centre of the earth, 
they must be sought for in the North and West, 
and in the British Isles.” 


The Rev. M. S. Bergman, a Christian Missionary to the 
Jews in the East of London, and himself a Jew by birth, 
wrote as follows upon this question :— 


“T have no hesitation in saying that Great 
Britain is meant by ‘ the isles afar off,’ mentioned 
by the prophets. This has been the opinion of 
many ancient and modern Jewish theologians. . . 
The late Rev. Dr. Margoliouth held, in common 
with many other Hebrews, that these ‘ isles ’ were 
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supposed to have been Britannia, Scotia and 
Hibernia.”’ 


MR. WILKINSON’S OBJECTIONS. 
Mr. Wilkinson’s Objections are threefold :— 


Objection 1.—A QUESTION OF TRANSLATION. 


He questions the translation of the Hebrew word 
‘8 7, pl. DMS ‘4y-yim, which is rendered “isles” or 
“‘ islands.” He contends for the rendering “ coasts, 
” or coastlands, instead of ‘‘ islands.” 


We reply that— 

I. No doubt the word may sometimes be rendered by 
the term “coasts” or “coastlands.” But it must be 
borne in mind that in every language there are many 
words which have various meanings. In the case 
before us, Mr. Wilkinson truly says, that “ fulfilment 
alone will decide.” 

2. But Mr. Wilkinson himself admits that in Jeremiah 
47: 4, the term indicates the island of Caphtor, or 
Crete ; and that in Ezekiel 27: 6 and Jeremiah 2: 10, 
the word indicates the island of Chittim or Cyprus. Thus, 
this concession, so far as translation is concerned, gives 
his case away: 

3. Moreover, the Revised Version renders the term 


‘by the word “ isles ” or “‘ islands ”’ in each of the following 


werses'. Isa. 42: 43 42: I0; 49: 1; 51: 5; 60: 9. 

4. Dr. Robert Young—Mr. Wilkinson’s own authority 
—translates the term by the word “‘isle”’ or “isles” 
in every one of the above verses, 
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5. Further, the Septuagint employs the Greek word 
for “isles” or “‘islands”—vnoo., nesoi—in every 
one of the above five passages, except the first. 


6. Thus, neither Dr. Young, nor the Greek Septua- 
gint, nor the Authorised Version, nor the Revised Version 
gives countenance to Mr. Wilkinson’s linguistic conten- 
tion. 


47. It is not to be wondered at, therefore, that Mr. 
Wilkinson, with remarkable fairness, makes another 
admission which, however, largely discounts the Scrip- 
ture-section of hisargument. He admits that, while “ the 
Hebrew word can by no means be specifically attached to 
the British Islands,” nevertheless, ‘“‘ it would not neces- 
sarily exclude those or any other.” 

Thank you, Mr. Wilkinson. It is a real pleasure to 
reply to a writer who is, at once, so able and so honour- 
able. We hope, some day, to see you on a British-Israel 
platform, and to listen to your eloquent words in defence 
of the fact that the God of Jacob is fulfilling His ancient 
prophecies to Israel in the British Isles to-day. 


Objection 2.—A QUESTION OF INTERPRETATION. 


As to the islands of the ‘‘ North and West,” in which, 
we contend, Ephraim-Israel was to find the Appointed- 
Place, Mr. Wilkinson—while admitting that the words 
“North and West,” so far as the points of the compass 
are concerned, “‘ doubtless include Great Britain ’’— 
nevertheless, refuses to accept those terms “‘ as designa- 
tive of Great Britain.” 
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Those terms, he contends, are not to be understood in 
a merely geographical sense. But we need to guard against 
adopting metaphorical interpretations of Holy Scripture 
where language is clear and explicit, and where, as in 
this case, a literal interpretation involves no violation of 
the general testimony of the Bible. He admits that his 
metaphorical theory “ while possible, even probable,”’ 
“Gs not proved fact.’ And he adds: “ Fulfilment alone 
will decide.” 

British-Israelites encourage no such uncertainty. 
They take Holy Scripture in its plain, understandable 
sense. ‘‘ North,’ means north, and “ West’’ means 
west. To turn these geographical expressions into 
military or naval metaphors appears to us to sanction a 
principle of interpretation which would lead to a general 
acceptance of some of the most dangerous cults of our 
day. 

“ Fulfilment alone will decide,” says Mr. Wilkinson. 
But we contend that fulfilment is to-day taking place 
before our very eyes. In the British Isles—‘‘ North and 
West ” from Palestine—and throughout our world-wide 
Empire ; yea, in Palestine itself and in Mesopotamia as 
well, we perceive the majestic steps of the Almighty, 
as He marches forth in the accomplishment of His 
_ purposes and promises to Ephraim-Israel. 


Objection 3.—A QUESTION OF THE RESTORATIONS. 


I. Mr. Wilkinson admits that in Hosea 2: 14 the 
word “ wilderness ’’ is used “ directly in connection with 
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promises of Divine favour and messages of comfort.”’ 
This is a decided concession to British-Israel Truth. 


2. But he says that Jeremiah 31: 2 “ indicates a 
state rather than a district ’—that is to say, a mental 
and spiritual experience rather than a locality. This 
interpretation vitiates the passage by treating the word 
as “figurative”? and ‘ symbolic ’’—a reminiscence of 
the experiences of Moses and the people of Israel in their 
journey from Egypt through the wilderness of Sinai. 


3. He says also that the word ‘‘ wilderness” in 
Ezekiel 20: 35 ‘‘ has a similar meaning ”—a reminis- 
cence of the “ wilderness between Babylon and Judea.” 


4. But again we venture to record our protest 
against the dangerous custom of spiritualising the Holy 
Scriptures when the interpretation is obviously literal. 
There is not a single heresy amongst all the cults of to-day 
which does not rely for its support upon that custom. 


5. But his chief criticism as to the word “ wilderness ” 
is, that ‘‘ Jeremiah 31: 2 forms part of clear restoration 
promise.” His reason for this contention is ‘‘ the men- 
tion of Samaria, Mount Ephraim, Zion, Ramah, and 
Achor ’’—all places in Palestine. 


6. But careful study will shew that the whole of the 
chapter deals with Restoration—not, however, with one 
Restoration only, but with both Restorations. 


(r.) Verses one to twenty-two specially refer to 
Ephraim-Israel’s first Restoration im the wilderness, 
namely—the Appointed-Place-Restoration, 


€ 
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(2.) Verses twenty-three to forty refer, in glowing 
terms, to the second or Palestinian-Restoration, when 
Ephraim-Israel and Judah shall join hands, and shall 
together return to the Promised Land. Then shall 
they unitedly, but representatively, occupy its hallowed 
mountains and hills, its dales and valleys in the Name of 
the God of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, under the rule 
and authority of Him on whose vesture the Name is 
written :— 

“ King of Kings and Lord of Lords!” Rev. 1g: 16. 


THE PALESTINIAN DAWN. 


What a prospect is now being revealed to us in the 
pages of the Holy Bible and in the amazing events of 
current history, concerning the future of God’s Covenant 
People ! Already, the first rays of the dawn are resting 
upon the Galilean hills. After four hundred years of 
Turkish tyranny and oppression, Palestine has been 
emancipated by the troops of Israel-Britain. From the 
sources of the Nile to the wastes of Iraq, for the first 
time in history, the whole of the territory promised to 
Abraham is now under the sway or influence of his lineal 
posterity—lIsrael-Britain. Ere long, under her benign 
influence, those wastes will blossom as the rose. Judah 
is slowly going back to Palestine in British and American 
ships. Even now the flag of Israel-Britain floats upon 
the summit of Mount Olivet. 


Soon, soon will the trumpet’s blast be heard :— 
“ Behold the Bridegroom cometh! Go ye out to meet 
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Him.” Then the scales will fall from Judah’s eyes; 
and she will welcome in Jesus of Nazareth her long 
expected but rejected Messiah. Then shall be fulfilled 
to Him and to re-united Israel the angelic prediction :— 


“ The Lord God shall give unto Him the Throne 
of His Father David .. and He shall reign over the 
house of Jacob for ever; and of His Kingdom 
there shall be no end.” Luke 1r> 32, 33. 
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CHAPTER IV. 


““T will set his hand also on the sea 
And his right hand on the rivers.” Psalm 89: 25. 


WAS EPHRAIM-ISRAEL TO BECOME A 
MARITIME NATION? 


When Moses had led the children of Israel through the 
desert of Sinai and had reached the territory of Moab, 
King Balak was alarmed for the safety of himself and of 
his kingdom ; therefore—being a man of superstition 
and a believer in occult arts and enchantments-—he 
sent a message to the prophet Balaam, and urged him 
to come at once to deliver him, by cursing the invaders. 
But instead of cursing them, Balaam, under Divine 
control, was compelled to bless them. 

Mr. Wilkinson devotes the greater part of his fourth 
chapter to one of Balaam’s predictions to which we will, 
presently, draw special attention. 

There is profound mystery about this man, Balaam ; 
and Bishop Butler, in his seventh sermon, shews that 
there were two sides to his character—the religious and 
the covetous. So far as the covetous side of his nature 
was concerned, he would have preferred the financial 
rewards of Balak, and would have cursed the people ; 
but, on the other hand, the religious side of his nature 
prevented him from so doing. 

Anyhow, the fact remains that he blessed the people 
of Israel; and it is generally admitted by theologians 
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that he spoke under prophetical inspiration, and that his 
predictions had God behind them. 


FOUR QUESTIONS CONCERNING BALAAM. 


1. OF WHOM DID BALAAM SPEAK? 


It is evident that he spoke of Israel unitedly. But it 
should be borne in mind that five hundred years after- 
wards, God Himself separated Israel into two kingdoms 
—the kingdom of Ephraim-Israel and the kingdom of 
Judah ; that is to say, the Jews. The word “ Jews” 
first occurs in 2 Kings 16: 6. The word “ Jew” is 
short for Judahite. 

The blessings predicted by Balaam have never rested 
upon the Jews; but they have rested in abundance 
upon Ephraim-Jsrael, who have, in a national sense, 
been Christianised, and have, in that sense, become 
“the sons of the living God.” 

When the Palestinian-Restoration takes place, and 
Ephraim-Israel and Judah become fully united in the 
Holy Land, then the perfect consummation of the predic- 
tions of Balaam will be reached and gloriously manifested. 


2. TO WHAT PERIOD OF TIME DO BALAAM’S 
PREDICTIONS REFER ? 


Although the time-element is, evidently, of great 
importance, nevertheless, no indication of time was 
mentioned in the first three parables of Balaam ; but 
when we come to the introduction to the fourth parable, 
we find him saying to Balak :— 
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“Come, and I will advertise thee what this 
people shall do to thy people in the latter days.”’ 
Num. 14: 14. 

In the Bible, time is divided into two parts—‘‘ the 
former days,’ or the Old Testament Dispensation ; and 
“the latter days,” or the New Testament Dispensation. 

As it is now generally agreed that, at the present 
time, we are actually living near to the close of “ the 
latter days,” it should not occasion any surprise that so 
much attention is being drawn to the remarkable way 
in which the blessings predicted to Israel are now being 
realised in Great Britain and throughout her vast 
Empire. 


8. WHAT SPECIAL FEATURE DO BALAAM’S 
PREDICTIONS MANIFEST ? 


As we carefully read Balaam’s four parables, we are 
impressed with the fact that, from beginning to end, 
they are a confirmation and an illustration of the 
marvellous promises which God had given to Abraham, 
Isaac, and Jacob, many centuries before. 


4, WHICH ONE OF HIS PREDICTIONS IS OF 
PARTICULAR SIGNIFICANCE ? 


Balaam said some marvellous and mysterious things 
concerning Israel; and amongst them this one is of 
special importance :-- 

“His seed shall be im many waters.’ 
Ode: 17: 
Now, what is the meaning of the phrase, ‘“ many 


d 


Num. 
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waters’? In our opinion, Mr. Wilkinson fails to grasp 
its significance, and, later on, we will consider in detail 
his criticism in reference thereto. 


By British-Israelites, the phrase is regarded as indi- 
cating that, at some future time, Israel would possess 
great sea-power and maritime supremacy; and, as 
Great Britain has long been, and still is, the mistress of 
the seas, they rejoice to believe that the prediction is 
being fulfilled to-day in the British Isles, her Colonies, 
and Dependencies. 


This phrase, “many waters,’ must be viewed in 
connection with its context ; and in order to discover 
its meaning, let us now take a general survey of the 
blessings which Balaam predicted should be the lot of 
Israel. Those blessings were of two kinds—spiritual and 
heavenly, literal and earthly. 


As we carefully read the parables of Balaam we may 
classify his predictions concerning Israel under four 
heads :— 


I—ISRAEL WAS TO BE A SPIRITUALLY-BLEST 
NATION. 


I. This was to be the one condition of their future 
prosperity. Their idols were to be abolished, and their 
national idolatry was to cease. Nationally, they were to 
be Christianised, and thus to become, in a national 
sense, ‘‘ the sons of the living God.’’ So complete was 
to be their national standing, that Balaam said of the 
Almighty :— 
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“ He hath not beheld iniquity in Jacob, neither 
hath He seen perverseness in Israel.’”’ Num. 
23): St. 

2. This cannot yet apply to the Jews, who crucified 
the Lord Jesus, and who, for nineteen centuries, have 
been scattered throughout the world in unbelief and in 
persistent rejection, even to the present day, of His 
Messiahship. 

3. But, nationally, it can be said of Ephraim-Israel. 
Of course, this does not mean that every Israelite is a 
saved person. There have always been, and are now, 
the literal, national seed of Abraham and the spiritual, 
believing seed of Abraham. There has been the outer 
circle of earthly relationship; and there has been the 
inner circle of heavenly relationship—the special feature 
of which lay in the new birth by the Holy Spirit through 
faith, resulting in spiritual sonship. 

In the days of old, just as it is to-day, a man might, on 
the one hand, be a son of Abraham after the flesh, and, 
notwithstanding, might fail to be a son of Abraham 
after the Spirit; and, on the other hand, a man might 
be only a Gentile after the flesh, and yet, through 
faith in the Lord Jesus and the new birth by the Holy 
Spirit, might be a spiritual son of Abraham, and, as 
such, become one of the “heirs according to the pro- 
mise.” Gal. 3: 29. 

Much confusion of thought arises, even amongst 
most excellent people, from failing to recognise the 
literal, national seed of Abraham, and thinking only of 
his spiritual seed through faith in Christ, 
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II.—ISRAEL WAS TO BE A SEPARATED 
NATION. 


Balaam prophesied concerning Israel as follows :— 
“Lo, the people shall dwell alone, 
And shall not be reckoned among the nations.” 
Num. 23: 9. 

1. Israel, as the chosen people of God, were separated 
from all the surrounding nations for certain great pri- 
vileges, obligations, and responsibilities. Hence, while 
God said: “ The Lord’s portion is His people; Jacob 
is the lot of His inheritance ’—-Deut. 32 : g—Israel were 
instructed to pray :-— 

“God be merciful unto us, and bless us ; 

And cause His face to shine upon us ; 

That Thy way may be known upon earth, 

They saving health among all nations |” 

Ps 67's) aber. 

They were elected, in order that they might become God’s 
represetitatives and witnesses, being chosen not from 
favouritism but for service. 

2. The most natural interpretation of the prophecy 
about Israel’s “‘ dwelling alone ”’ and “ not being reckoned 
among the nations ’’ is that they would be so distinguished 
in their privileges, honours, and service, that no other 
nation could be compared with them. 

At the present time, we use in everyday language, 
the same form of expression; and we say concerning 
some prominent person :—‘‘ He stands alone ”’—as an 
artist, or as a musician, or as an orator, or as a diploma~ 
tist, 
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Or we may proceed further, and say :—‘ Such and 
such men are unique: they stand alone-—a class by 
themselves. They cannot be associated or reckoned 
with other men who occupy the same sphere and even 
bear the same name. That is to say, such men are 
marked out by some special characteristics from other 
men, who cannot be compared with them.” 

Israel’s distinguished honours and exalted position as 
God’s chosen people will be more and more clearly 
perceived as we proceed in our investigation ; and it will 
become more and more evident that these specific bles- 
sings were never conferred upon the Jews, but only upon 
Ephraim-Israel. 

3. But, when we compare the uniqueness of Britain’s 
dignity and position with the predictions of Balaam 
concerning Israel, we see that those predictions are being 
fulfilled in the British Empire. Indeed, those predic- 
tions, on the one hand, and Israel-Britain’s fulfilment of 
them on the other hand, go together, and fit into each 
other like a lock and its key. In other words, the Anglo- 
Saxon race have inherited the birthright and the blessings 
of Ephraim-Israel. 


III.—ISRAEL WAS TO BE “A GREAT 
NATION.” 


Balaam predicted that Israel should be :— 


1, GREAT IN MULTIPLICITY OF SEED. 


On this point he spoke as. follows :— 
“Who can count the dust of Jacob, and the 
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number of the fourth part of Israel?’’ Num. 
BS FO, 

These words need no comment. They speak for 
themselves ; and they confirm the Divine prediction made 
to Abraham, namely, that his seed should be “as the 
stars of the heaven and as the sand which is upon the 
sea shore.” Gen. 22: 16, 17. 

These predictions have never had any fulfilment in the 
history of the Jews; but they have been abundantly 
realised in the history of Ephraim-Israel—the British 
Isles along with her world-wide Empire. 


2. GREAT IN KINGLY AUTHORITY. 


Balaam prophesied thus concerning Israel :— 


“ The people shall rise up as a great lion, and 
lift up himself as a young lion: he shall not lie 
down until he eat of the prey and drink the blood 
of the slain. He hath, as it were, the strength of 
an unicorn. He shall eat up the nations of his 
enemies and shall break their bones, and pierce 
them through with his arrows. The shout of a 
king is among them.”” Num. 23: 24; 24: 8; 
oa cog, 

These verses confirm the Divine promises to Abraham :— 


“T will make thee exceeding fruitful, and I 
will make nations of thee, and kings shall come 
out of thee.” Gen. 17: 6. 


Of Sarah it was said :— 
“ Kings of people shall be of her.’ 
T7): 36. 
To Jacob it wassaid:— 
“ Kings shall come out of thy loins.” Gen. 
SSit eke 


Gen. 
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Now, these prophecies cannot be spiritualised or 
treated as poetry or allegory. They demand a literal 
interpretation. They were to be fulfilled “ in the latter 
days.” Have they ever had any fulfilment among the 
Jews? Never ! 

But when viewed in the light of Great Britain and her 
vast Empire, we may see that prophecy and fulfilment 
have met together to the vindication of the truth of the 
Bible and to the honour of our Covenant-keeping God. 


IV.—ISRAEL WAS TO BE A MARITIME 
NATION. 
Balaam, in his third parable, spoke thus concerning 
Israel :— 


“Water shall flow from his buckets, and his 
seed shall be in many waters; and his king shall 
be higher than Agag; and his kingdom shall be 
exalted.” Num. 24: 7. 

Viewing this verse along with its context, three things 
are indicated :— 


1. PROSPEROUS AGRICULTURE. 


The water, flowing from the “ buckets ”’ indicates not 
merely the simple method of those days by which the 
fruits and flowers, the aloes and cedars of Palestine 
were watered. We invite Mr. Wilkinson to take a much 
larger view than this, in accordance with the lofty 
conceptions and the majestic terms of Balaam’s other 
predictions. To us it seems that the prophet was thus 
indicating that ‘‘in the latter days” Israel would be 
pre-eminent in Agriculture, and especially in such schemes 
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of Irrigation as have already been accomplished in 
India and in Egypt, and are now being contemplated in 
Mesopotamia. 


2. MARITIME SUPREMACY. 


Israel’s posterity, or seed, as we have seen, was to be 
“im many waters.” Surely, such words ought to lift up 
our minds far above springs and “ buckets,’ and far 
beyond rivers and floods, and bring into view the mighty 
oceans with their sea-faring people and their shipping and 
merchandise. 

What a confirmation this is of “ the blessings of the 
deep ”’ which were conferred through Jacob upon Joseph, 
to whom Reuben’s birthright had been transferred ! 
And what a confirmation of the promise to the posterity 
of David !|— 

*T will set his hand also on the sea, 
And his right hand also on the rivers.” 
Ps. Bg! 25. 

And how clear it is that these promises of Maritime 
Supremacy have never been fulfilled in the history of the 
Jews! These promises belong to Ephraim-Israel; and 
how gloriously they have been inherited by Israel- 
Britain may be seen in a moment by a glance at a coloured 
map of the world. 


8. MILITARY DOMINION. 


Israel’s kiag was to be “ higher than Agag,” and his 
kingdom was to be “ exalted.”” These words indicate a 
powerful throne and a numerous, wealthy, and mighty 


people. 
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V.—MR. WILKINSON’S CRITICISM TESTED. 


Mr. Wilkinson’s criticism resolves itself into a 
Question of Words and Signification. 


As Balaam predicted concerning Israel that “‘ his seed 
should be in many waters,” the question naturally arises, 
What is the meaning of the words ‘‘ many waters”? 
Are they restricted to “ fresh waters ” as Mr. Wilkinson 
contends? Or may they, in this passage, signify the 
oceans of the sea? The distinction is a very important 
one; for if the words are to be restricted to the fresh 
waters of springs, lakes, and rivers, that would tend to 
exclude the idea of Israel becoming a great sea-power. 
Indeed, the question is a vital one in this controversy ; 
and it calls for the fullest and most careful investigation. 


British-Israelites are convinced that the words, “‘ many 
waters,’ mean the waters of the oceans, and that they are 
indicative of Israel-Britain’s Maritime Supremacy. 


Mr. Wilkinson, however, draws a sharp distinction 
between the words O° ma-yim, which is translated 
“waters,” and D%° yam-mim, which is rendered 
vt ” He says, moreover, that the word ma-yim, 
“except for the few references in the first chapter of 
emesis... is almost. in every occurrence indica- 
tive of fresh watey; the very few exceptions being 
apparently for poetry’s sake or to avoid tautology.” He 
further assumes that if ‘‘ seas’ had been meant, “ un- 
questionably the word yam-mim would have been 
employed.” 


50 BRITISH-ISRAEL TRUTH DEFENDED, 


That this distinction is fictitious, and that his state- 
ment is unwarranted, we now proceed to shew :— 

i. Mr. Wilkinson himself admits that there are 
exceptions to his linguistic contention, and that there 
are cases in which the word ma-yim may not indicate 
“fresh waters.’ Then, what does it indicate in those 
cases? It must be indicative of either fresh waters or 
of waters of the ocean. And, upon his own shew- 
ing, the phrase, “ many waters,” if taken literally, may 
be indicative of waters of the world-wide ocean. This 
admission, at the outset, considerably diminishes the 
cogency of his criticism. 

2. To assume that such cases are exceptional; or 
that they are not to be taken literally; and that the 
word “ waters” is used ‘‘ for poetry’s sake or to avoid 
tautology,” is to beg the very question in dispute. 
Nevertheless, Mr. Wilkinson speaks of Psalm 89: 25 as 
“highly poetic,” and classes along with it several other 
passages. 

I would venture here, most respectfully to raise my 
protest against the custom of poeticising, euphonising, 
and spiritualising passages of Holy Spiriture which may 
fairly bear a literal interpretation, and in which .the 
context appears to demandit. It is highly dangerous to 
the Evangelical Faith ; and it is the stock-in-trade of 
Modernism, the prevalence of which, we are sure, Mr. 
Wilkinson deplores as much as we do. 

We would further say that there may be poetic 
phraseology along with literal and absolute fact. Yea, 
even poetry may give a faithful record of history. 
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3. The Old Testament does not authenticate Mr. 
Wilkinson’s Hebrew criticism. For instance: in Jere- 
miah 51: 13, the prophet addresses Babylon, and 
says :— 

‘“‘O thou that dwellest upon many waters |” 

Now, it is quite possible that, in this verse, the phrase 
“many waters ’”’ may indicate particularly the mighty 
river Euphrates, and its numerous irrigating canals. The 
waters here are regarded as fer se. 

But in the thirty-sixth verse of the same chapter, these 
“many waters ”’ are called “sea.” The prophet says :— 

“ T will dry up her sea, and make her springs dry.” 

Apparently, in this case, the word “sea,” yam-mim, 
was applied either to the river Euphrates or else to the 
large fresh-water lake or reservoir which was made by 
the Babylonian queen Nitocris. But in either case it 
invalidates Mr. Wilkinson’s theory. 


The point of relevance is this—that we have in this 
verse an absolutely literal passage employing the word 
“sea,” yam-mim; and that, apparently, the word 
sea’’ is applied to fresh water and is used inter- 


changeably with ma-yim. 


“ce 


It is an illustration of the fact that there is no such 
sharp distinction between ma-yim, ‘‘ waters,” and yam- 
mim, “‘ seas,”’ as Mr. Wilkinson contends for ; and that, 
indeed, the two words are sometimes employed as 
supplementary of each other, and sometimes inter- 
changeably. Hence we read these words concerning 


the seed of David :— an ee 
Bete 256 
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higvary 


52 BRITISH-ISRAEL TRUTH DEFENDED. 


““T will set his hand also on the sea 
And his right hand on the rivers.” Ps. 89: 25. 


Confirmation is found of this use of the word ma~yim 
as follows :— 

In Gen. I: 2, the word “ waters ’’—ma-yim—is 
employed as synonymous with “the deep,’ which, 
evidently, means the deep sea. 

In Gen. 1: 7, all the waters under the firmament of 
heaven, without exception, are called ma-yim. 

In Gen. I: 9, 10, where we read that God gathered 
the waters together “‘ unto one place,” we are told that 
“the gathering together of the waters—ma-yim— 
called He seas ’—-yam-mim. 

In Gen. I: 20, 22, we read of “ great whales,” which, 
as every one knows, belong to the sea. Nevertheless, 
the waters of their habitat are in this passage called 
ma-yim. 

It is clear, therefore, that Mr. Wilkinson’s linguistic 
theory is in a very “ parlous condition.” 

4. But this is not all. The tables can easily be 
turned upon our esteemed brother, Mr. Wilkinson ; for 
just as there are texts in which ma-yim is indicative of 
the sea, even so, conversely, there are several texts in 
which yam-mim is, unquestionably, indicative of fresh 
water. And this fact efectively negatives Mr. Wilkin- 
son’s linguistic theory. 

Here are instances :-— 


The Salt, or Dead Sea. Josh. 18: 19. 
The Sea of Chinnereth, or Sea 
of Galilee. Num. 24: 11. 


The Sea of Jazer. Jer; 48: 32. 
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In every one of these cases, the waters are fresh 
waters, and yet each one was called by the title of ‘‘ sea” 
—yam-min. 

Yea, indeed, even the large molten basin which 
Solomon made for the ceremonial cleansing of the priests 
of the Temple, bore the name of “ sea ’—yam-mim. 
I Kings 7: 23. 

5. What, then, are the “seas,” in the light of the 
Holy Scriptures? Cruden truly remarks that “ the 
Hebrews gave the name of ‘sea’ to all great collections 
of water, to great lakes or pools.’””’ The Arabians and 
Orientals in general did the same. 

But, of course, the word ‘‘ sea ’’ was specially applied 
to the waters of the ocean. ‘‘ Seas ’’ were regarded as the 
aggregate of all the waters which flowed into them from 
the springs, brooks, and rivers ; and hence the “ seas ” 
themselves may well be described as ‘‘ many waters,” 
because of the many land sources from which they 
receive their supplies. 

“The gathering together of the waters— 
ma-yim—called He seas ’’—yam-mim. Gen. I: 10. 

When, therefore, we consider the sublime and majestic 
terms of the parables of Balaam, the most natural thing 
is to interpret the phrase “ many waters” in harmony 
with his other glorious predictions. 


To take that phrase as indicative merely of manual 
irrigation by the use of buckets, pitchers, and watering 
cans, would be such a bathos as to be not only unworthy 
of the parables as a whole, but also utterly inconsistent 
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with the sublimity of the verses which immediately 
follow. 

In our judgment, the “many waters ” in this connec- 
tion can mean nothing less than the seven seas of the 
mighty ocean in which the shipping of Israel-Britain 
was to be supreme, for the discharge of the great Mission 
promised to Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob. 


6. Moreover, the word ‘“ waters” and the word 
“ seas ’—ma-~yim and yam-num—are closely associated in 
their use, and—as already briefly indicated—are some- 
times employed in the Bible as one, and part of the same 
thing. Potentially, springs, brooks, and rivers are 
regarded as being part of God’s ‘‘ many waters ”’—the 
seven great seas which encircle the earth. 


We ask the reader carefully to consider the following 
passages from the inspired prophets. In each verse, 
the Hebrew word for “‘ waters” is ma-yim, and every 
one of them negatives Mr. Wilkinson’s theory :— 

“The waters of the great 


ce 


deep.” isa. St sxe 
‘‘ The waters in the seas.” Gen. X: 22. 
“ The waters of the sea.” Ex... \E§:3 BQ, 
“ The waters cover the sea.” Isai 2s). 
“The waters shall fail from 

the sea.” Isa.) G5") Ss 
“Calleth for the waters of 

the sea.”’ Amy Bis ise 
“Their waves roar like 

many waters ”’— Jer. 51: 55. 


that is the waters of the sea. 


Having dealt with Mr. Wilkinson’s linguistic criticism ; 
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and having shewn that it cannot be maintained, we now 
proceed to point out :— 


VI.—CLEAR BIBLICAL TESTIMONY. 

Mr. Wilkinson implies that British-Israelites base 
their belief in the Maritime Power of Israel upon two 
texts, which, in his opinion, “is a very ponderous 
deduction.” 

But the implication is erroneous. Asa matter of fact, 
the whole of our previous chapters, as well as those which 
follow, bear, more or less, directly or indirectly, upon 
this important point. 


1. THE GENERAL EVIDENCE—RECAPITULATED. 

We have seen concerning Ephraim-Israel— 

That God promised to appoint to them a “ Place ” of 
Refuge. 

That this was to be the “ Place” of their First 
Restoration. 

That the “ Place ” was to be far away from Palestine 
in the ‘‘ North-West.” 

That it was situated “in the islands of the sea.” 

That in that Appointed Place they were to be nationally 
Christianised. 

That, in a national sense, they were to become “ the 
sons of the living God.” 

That they were to be a distinguished and separated 
nation. 
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That they were to be “a great nation ”— 


In multiplicity of seed. 
In kingly authority. 

In prosperous agriculture. 
In military dominion. 


That their seed was to be “‘ in many waters.” 

That dwelling in the “‘ isles of the sea ”’ implied :— 
Shipping. 
Maritime power and supremacy. 
Merchandise and wealth. 


All the above predictions stand forth with great 
prominence upon the sacred page of inspiration; so 
that it should occasion no surprise that thousands of 
reverent British students of the Bible in all parts of the 
world are beginning to see in the ‘many waters”’ of 
Balaam’s prediction a prophecy of Israel-Britain’s 
marvellous greatness in these “latter days.’ This 
interpretation quadrates and harmonises with the verbal 
majesty and the spirit and tenor of all his other pre- 
dictions. 


2. SPECIAL EVIDENCE FROM THE PATRIARCHS. 


Long before Balaam’s day, God gave to our ancestors 
—Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob—marvellous predictions 
concerning their posterity. They were to become :— 


“A great and 

mighty nation ” Abraham. Gen. 18: 18. 
“ Nations of thee’’ Abraham. Gen. 17: 6. 
“Mother of na- 

tions ” Sarah. Gen. 17: 16. 
“ The father of the 

multitude of na- 

tions ”’ Abraham, Gen. 17: 4. 
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«Seed as the stars 


of heaven”’ Isaac. Gen. 26: 4. 
“ The company of 

peoples ” Jacob. Gen. 28: 3. 
“A nation and the 

company of nations” Jacob. Gen. 35: II. 
“‘ The fulness of the 

nations.” Jacob. Gen. 48: 19. 


These are, indeed, marvellous predictions, and they 
have never had any fulfilment, in the history of the 
Jews. What then? Have the predictions failed? Has 
God broken His word? Nay, verily. Those predictions 
are now being fulfilled in Israel-Britain. 

These prophecies are not waiting for their fulfilment 
until the Millennium, as Mr. Wilkinson supposes. They 
point forward indeed, to the Millennium, and are a 
preparation for it; but some of them are inconsistent 
with Millennial times, as will be shewn later. 


3. MARITIME SUPREMACY A NECESSITY FOR 
EPHRAIM-ISRAEL. 


The chief reason why we have quoted the above 
predictions at this point is to enable the reader to see 
clearly that they could not possibly be fulfilled without 
Israel possessing great sea-power. 

“The fulness of the nations,’ “the company of 
peoples”; “the multitude of nations” could not be 
located in the territory promised to the patriarchs, 
although it extended from the Nile to the Euphrates. 
Nevertheless, the Almighty promised that Israel was to be 
“a nation and the fulness of the nations.”’ Surely, it is 
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clear what was meant. Israel was to be the Mother- 
nation, and her over-sea daughters, as Colonies, were to 
be “ the fulness,” ‘‘ the company,” and “ the multitude 
of nations,” in affectionate union with her and under her 
wing. 

4, THE BIBLE ITS OWN COMMENTARY. 

What a commentary all this is upon the prediction 

of Balaam :— 

“ His seed shall be upon many waters |” 


And what an exposition it is of the promise made to the 
seed of David :— 
“‘T will set his hand also on the sea, 
And his right hand on the rivers !”’ Ps. 80: 25. 
Hence, how glowing are the words of Balaam in his 
closing parable as he predicts the military and naval 
prowess of Israel! With the prophetic eye, he beholds 
the modern representatives of ancient Moab, Edom, 
Seir, the Amalekites and the Kenites conquered and 
destroyed : for, as he tells us, “ Israel shall do valiantly.” 
Yea, his vision extends still further, and he says: 
“Ships shall come from the coast of Chittim, and shall 
afflict Asshur and shall afflict Eber, and he also shall 
perish for ever.” Num. 23: 21. 
Well might he say: “ The Lord his God is with him, 
and the shout of a king is among them !’’ Num. 23: 24. 


VII.—EPHRAIM-ISRAEL FINDS HERSELF. 


Where is Ephraim-Israel to-day ? She must be some- 
where in great numbers, wealth, power, and dominion, 
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Even the Jews, the descendants of only Judah and 
Benjamin, with Levi, number fourteen millions, notwith- 
standing the terrible hardships and persecutions which 
they have suffered for nineteen centuries. What, then, 
must be the numbers of the Ten Tribes with all their 
glorious prophecies behind them. 

The world for many centuries has not known Ephraim- 
Israel; nor has Ephraim-Israel known herself. Well 
might the prophet Isaiah exclaim: “ Who is blind but 
my servant?” In the purposes of God it had so to be. 
Isa. 42: I9. 

But, of late years, the blind eyes of Ephraim-Israel 
have been opened ;_ and through Divine mercy, she has 
found herself, discovered who she is, and, with thanks- 
giving and humility, is welcoming her position and her 
responsibilities, as inheritors in the British Empire of 
Israel’s glorious destiny. 

She looks around upon the world, and beholds the 
British Flag waving over the vast tracts of Queensland, 
New South Wales, Victoria, South Australia, West 
Australia, South and Central Africa, Canada, and India. 

And as if these were not sufficient, she sees, in recent 
years, added to her territory the Sudan, Cyprus, Egypt, 
East Africa and South-West Africa. : 

Then comes oppressed Palestine, tremblingly sur- 
rendering her keys and touching our sceptre. And, 
lastly, desolate Mesopotamia bows her knee pleadingly, 
hopefully, and trustfully, saying :— 


“ Do for us what you have done for Egypt, and 
make us a Garden of Eden once again |” 
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And as Ephraim-Israel sees in this world-dominion 
and maritime sway the fulfilment of the prophecy: 
“ His seed shall be in many waters,” her heart swells, not 
with pride and ambition, but with praise and thanks- 
giving to Jehovah—the God of Abraham, Isaac, and 
Jacob. 
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CHAPTER V. 


WAS ISRAEL, AS A NATION, GUARANTEED 
PERPETUITY? 


“ Thy seed will I establish for ever, 
And build up thy throne to all generations.” 
Psalm 89: 4. 


I—ISRAEL A NATION. 
AN IMPORTANT CONCESSION. 


When we had read as far as the third page of Mr. 
Wilkinson’s fifth chapter, which deals with the question 
of Israel’s perpetuity, we began to cherish a spirit of 
hopefulness ; for he there informs us that he stands for 
“a literal interpretation of Jeremiah 31: 35, 36, as 
opposed to a spiritual or figurative one’”’; and that in 
this matter, he is ‘‘ entirely with ”’ British-Israelites. 


This concession is, indeed, cheering ; for, in the passage 
referred to, Jeremiah distinctly teaches that so long as 
the sun, moon and stars shine in the heavens, or the 
waves of the sea dash upon the shore, even so long shall 
not “‘ the seed of Israel cease from being a nation before 
God for ever.” 


This passage is frequently and mistakenly interpreted 
in a figurative sense ; and the word “ seed ”’ is applied to 
Israel’s spiritual posterity, or the Church. Hence, the 
fact that Mr. Wilkinson accepts the passage in a literal 
. sense is a matter of great importance and of deep signifi- 
cance. 
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Literal Israel, as well as spiritual Israel, should never 
be lost sight of when we are studying the Oracles of God. 


A CORROBORATION OF ANCIENT PROMISES. 


The literal interpretation of Jeremiah’s prediction 
furnishes a striking corroboration of the Divine promises 
which were made to the patriarchs. 


1. At the very commencement of the inspired record 
concerning the election of the Hebrew Race, we read that 
God said to Abraham, its progenitor :— 


‘“T will make thee a great nation ;”’ 
“ A great and mighty nation.” Gen. 12: 2 ; 18 : 18. 


The Covenant with Abraham was to be continuous and 
perpetual :— 


“T will establish my Covenant between me and 
thee and thy seed after thee throughout their 
generations for an everlasting Covenant, to be a 
God unto thee and to thy seed after thee.” 
Gen, 17+ :7: 


2. Concerning Isaac, God said unto Abraham :— 


“T will establish my Covenant with him for an 
everlasting Covenant, for his seed after him.” 
Gen..17.: 20. 


3. To Jacob, the father of Israel, God said :— 


“Tam God Almighty ; be fruitful and multiply; 
a nation and a company of nations shall be of 
thee, and Kings shall come out of thy loins; and 
the land which I gave unto Abraham and Isaac, 
to thee I will give it, and to thy seed after thee will 
I give the land.” Gen 35: II, 12. 


ISRAEL GUARANTEED PERPETUITY. 63 


II.—ISRAEL’S NATIONAL PERPETUITY. 


The prediction of Jeremiah, and also the above 
promises to the patriarchs, if taken literally, will be seen 
to justify the following observations :— 

I. That Israel, as a nation, was to have a continuous 
and perpetual existence. 

Mr. Wilkinson fully concedes this point, for which 
British-Israelites thank him. 

2. That Israel, as a nation, therefore, must be in 
existence somewhere at the present time. 

This point is also fully conceded by Mr. Wilkinson. 
But here we part company with him; for, while his 
literal interpretation of the passage is clear and definite, 
his application of the passage to the Jews, instead of to 
Ephraim-Israel, is unwarranted. 

3. That Israel, as a nation—in consequence of her 
Captivity in Assyria and of her centuries of wandering 
in heathen lands—would almost inevitably lose sight of 
her national traditions; while, on the other hand, her 
racial, Hebrew origin would be unrecognisable by the 
peoples of those lands. 

Mr. Wilkinson contends that, all down the ages, Israel 
was to be preserved as “ a recognisable, national entity”; 
but his contention cannot be maintained except in so 
far as the Jews are concerned. As regards Ephraim- 
Israel, his contention derives no support from Holy 
Scripture. 

There is nothing in the Hebrew word which Jeremiah 
employs, or in the passage itself, or in the context, or in 
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the circumstances of the case, to indicate that Israel 
must be generally recognisable as such. But, on the 
contrary, the Word of God clearly intimates that they 
would lose their identity, their language, and even their 
name. 


They would lose their zdentity :— 

““T said, I would scatter them afar, I would 
make the remembrance of them to cease from 
among men.’ Deut. 32: 26. 

They would lose their language :— 

“By men of strange lips and with another tongue 
will He speak to this people.” Isa. 28: 11. 

They would lose their name :— 

“The Lord God shall call His servants by 
another name.” Isa. 65: 15. 

“Thou shalt be called by a new name, which 
the mouth of the Lord shall name.” Isa. 62: 2. 

4. That Israel, as a nation, was to exist in a national 
form, and not merely to be “ a national entity.” 

Mr. Wilkinson sometimes speaks of the Jews as “a 
nation,” and sometimes as “a national entity.” But 
the two phrases are not synonymous. 

The Jews have never been “a nation,” in the full 
sense of that term since their Babylonish Captivity ; 
and Mr. Wilkinson may well speak of them as “ a national 
entity.” The word ‘3, goy—which is the word 
employed by Jeremiah—may indicate, as Mr. Wilkinson 
says, either a nation or a people. 

The word “nation,” in this connection, implies the 
idea of some sort of independence and self-government ; 


? 
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but the phrase “‘ national entity ’’ does not necessarily 
convey this idea. 

For instance, the coloured people in the United States 
of America are ‘‘a national entity”; but they are not 
“a nation.” Or, again, Southern Ireland is now “a 
nation” ; but until she became “ The Free State,’’ she 
was only “a national entity.” 

In like manner, the Jews, since their Babylonish 
Captivity, have never been “a nation ” in the full sense 
of that word; but only “a national entity ” under the 
domination of a foreign yoke. Consequently, the pro- 
phecy of Jeremiah, which alludes to events subsequent 
to the Captivity, cannot refer to the Jews. 

In the opinion of British-Israelites, Jeremiah’s 
prediction refers specifically to Ephraim-Israel, who, in 
the British Isles and her Colonies, has become not only 
“a nation” but “a company of nations,” the greatest 
Empire, indeed, which the world has ever beheld. 


II.—THE DAVIDIC COVENANT. 
THE DIVINE PROGRESSION. 


I. The heirship to the Abrahamic Covenant passed 
on to Isaac, then to Jacob, then to Joseph, then to 
Ephraim and Mannasseh with Judah ; and,.in due time, 
there came the Davidic Covenant, through which King 
David became a special type of King Jesus—our blessed 
Lord and Master. 


2. From the time of Nathan’s visit to announce the 
Davidic Covenant, Divine prophecy centres very largely 
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in David. It was to him that the Appointed Place of 
Israel’s first Restoration was revealed ; and it was also 
to him, that the gracious promise was first given con- 
cerning the wondrous future of His House and Dynasty. 


THE TRIUNE BLESSING. 


1. The Hebrew race, many years before this, had 
been elected into the Abrahamic Covenant. The tribe 
of Judah had been selected as the Royal Tribe. In due 
time, the House of David was chosen to be the Royal 
Family. Thus, while Ephraim had the Birthright, and 
Judah had the great Messianic promise and the Sceptre, 
David and his lineal seed had the Dynasty. 


As to Judah and her high privilege and honour, the 
following verse gives definite testimony :— 


“ The sceptre shall not depart from Judah, nor 
a lawgiver from beneath his feet until Shiloh 
come: and unto Him shall the obedience of the 
peoples be.” Gen. 49: 10. 


2. As will be shewn when we come to the considera- 
tion of Mr. Wilkinson’s objections, nothing is more 
clearly revealed in the Bible than this :—that the three- 
fold honour of Royal Seed, Throne, and Kingdom was 
unconditionally conferred upon David in perpetuity. 

This can be overwhelmingly proved by the clearest and 
most definite, inspired statements, if only those state- 
ments are allowed to have their literal meaning, which, 
in our judgment, they are obviously entitled to receive :-— 


**T have covenanted with 
David.” 2Chron. 7: 18. 
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“T have made a covenant 
with my chosen ; I have sworn 
_ unto David my servant.” Psalm 89: 3. 
“David shall never want 
a man to sit upon the throne 
of the house of Israel.”’ 1 eae ig 


MR. WILKINSON’S OBJECTIONS. 


Mr. Wilkinson’s objections are twofold. A question 
of Throne and Kingdom ; and a question about the Jews. 
In this chapter we deal with the first of these. The 
second will be considered when we reach chapter eight. 


A QUESTION OF THRONE AND KINGDOM. 


In this objection, Mr. Wilkinson makes a distinction 
between the perpetuity of David’s seed, or posterity, and 
the perpetuity of his ¢hrone and kingdom. 

This distinction cannot be maintained in the presence 
of Holy Scripture; and, in reply, we beg to draw 
attention to— 


THE THREEFOLD CHAIN, 


Our readers will observe that there are three key-words 
in this part of the controversy, namely: ‘‘ Seed” ; 
“Throne”; ‘ Kingdom.” These three words are 
linked together in their historical setting. They cannot 
be separated. Together they stand or fall. 

As we search the infallible Scriptures, we discover nine 
distinct lines of testimony to the perpetuity of the 
Davidic seed, and also to the perpetuity of the Davidic 
Kingdom and dynasty. 
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THE VARIETY OF TESTIMONY. 


There is considerable variety in the form of the 
testimony. For instance :—One verse gives us the word 
“house ’’; another the word ‘seed’”’; another the 
word “throne ’”’; another the word “ kingdom.” Or, 
again, sometimes a verse contains two of these words ; 
sometimes a different two ; and sometimes we meet with 
more than two of the words in one verse. For instance :— 


I. To David, God said :— 


“ Thine house and thy kingdom shall be made 
sure for ever before thee: thy throne shall be 
established for ever.” 2 Sam. 7: 16. 


2. Concerning Solomon, God said :— 


“ He shall build an house for my Name ; and I 
will establish the throne of his kingdom for ever.” 
2Sam.7: I 

“T will settle him in mine house and in my 
kingdom for ever: and his throne shall be 
established for evermore.” 1 Chron. 17: 14. 


3. Again, to David, God said :— 


“ Thy seed will I establish for ever, and build 
up thy throne fo all generations.” Psalm 89: 4. 


4. Thus, we have the threefold chain of— 
The Davidic Seed ; 
The Davidic Throne ;: 
The Davidic Kingdom. 


And each link in this chain is unconditional, continuous, 
and perpetual. Best of all, the chain is securely held in 
the hand of Him whose infinite love, wisdom, and faith- 


fulness will yet fulfil every promise to His chosen iin 
Israel. 
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A FICTITIOUS DISTINCTION. 


x. Mr. Wilkinson is perfectly sound in regard to the 
perpetuity of David’s seed; but when he comes to the 
question of David’s throne and kingdom, he shies off, 
and takes a leap into the millennium. 

2. Hesays that “‘ the clear promise to David recorded 
in 2 Samuel, chapter 7, received an instalment of its ful- 
filment in his immediate progeny, Solomon”; but he 
then proceeds to say that “its final and full realisation 
can only be in the Lord Jesus and His millennial reign.” 

In other words, he interprets literally the words about 
David's seed ; but to some extent, at least, he interprets 
figuratively and spiritually the words about David’s 
throne and kingdom. 

3. Now, there were other kings both in Ephraim- 
Israel and Judah after the death of Solomon. Were not 
some of these kings also “‘ an instalment ” of the fulfil- 
ment of the Davidic Covenant ? Did the “ instalments ” 
cease? Ifso, when? And why? 

We know, however, as a matter of fact, that after the 
death of Zedekiah, King of Judah, the Jews had no 
king ; and that ever since the Babylonish Captivity they 
have been without both kingdom and throne. 


THE ROYAL PROMISE TO EPHRAIM-ISRAEL. 

x. But what about Ephraim-Israel? Has she, all 
down the ages, ever been without a king? Never! If 
there has ever been a time when neither the Jews nor 
Ephraim-Israel have had a king, what has become of the 
Divine promise ?— 
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“ Thus saith the Lord: David shall never want 
a man to sit upon the throne of the house of 
Israel.”” Jer. 33: 17. 

Has the promise of God failed? Has His Oath to 
David been violated ? God forbid such a thought ! Yet, 
the promise and oath were explicit ; and the honour of 
God was pledged for their fulfilment. 


2. But observe carefully the words of the promise ; 
for it was not over the house of Judah—the Jews—that 
David’s dynasty was to reign for ever, but “‘ the house of 
Israel.” Thisisa most important point ; for the promise 
has never been fulfilled in the history of the Jews. To 
whom, then, could it appertain but to Ephraim-Israel ? 


3. At the time of Jeremiah’s prophecy, Judah was on 
the verge of the Babylonish Captivity ; and one hundred 
and thirty-three years had elapsed since Ephraim-Israel 
had been carried to Assyrian bondage by Shalmaneser, 
Yet, it was in those days of gloom that the Almighty 
inspired his courageous prophet to write the glowing words 
of faithful promise to Ephraim-Israel, the words of which 
we again repeat :— 

“ Thus saith the Lord: David shall never want 


a man to sit upon the throne of the house of 
Israel." Jers 33% 0 17. 


THE PROMISE DIVINELY FULFILLED. 
x. Has that promise been fulfilled? Undoubtedly. 
The romantic history and mystery of its pristine fulfil- 


ment in the far distant past will be narrated in another 
chapter. Its subsequent and periodic accomplishment in 
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ever-growing volume is evident in the glorious annals of 
British history; but that accomplishment is fully 
perceived and understood by those only who have dared 
to break away from antiquated interpretations, and to 
let the Bible, as the infallible Word of God, speak for 
itself on the important subjects treated of in this work. 


2. As we have seen, the belief in the perpetuity of 
David's seed is one which Mr. Wilkinson and ourselves 
hold in common. But what about the promises regard- 
ing David’s throne and kingdom? Are these not as real 
and as literal as those which refer to his posterity? 
Can anything be clearer or more emphatic than the 
following >— 

“ T have made a covenant with my chosen: I 
have sworn unto David my servant: Thy seed 
will I establish for ever, and bwild up thy throne to 
all generations.”’ Psalm 89: 3, 4. 


3. Here we have the Covenant, the Oath, the Seed, 
and the Throne—all in one verse. And the Throne— 
which carries with it and includes the Kingdom—is to be 
built up ‘to all generations ’’; that is, from one genera- 
tion to another, without break or interruption in any one 
of the “ generations.” The verses are as clear as human 
language can make them ; and any system of interpreta- 
tion which would so construe them, as to deny continuity 
and perpetuity to David’s Throne and Kingdom while 
granting them to David’s Seed, is self-condemned. 


4. Again and again, a literal, earthly, perpetual 
throne and kingdom were distinctly promised by God to 
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David. That promise has never failed, and never can 
fail; for behind it there stand the mighty words :— 
“Thus saith the Lorp JEHovAH !” 


THE GOSPEL IN THE COVENANTS. 


1. But, although the Covenant-Kingdom of Abraham 
and David was earthly and temporal, yet it was also 
spiritual and eternal. It was emphatically ‘‘ the King- 
dom of Heaven,” as to its source, its spirit, its teaching, 
and its purpose—the glory of God in the salvation of 
men. Both Covenants included the glorious Gospel of 
the Lord Jesus, and were made with the spread of the 
Gospel in view. 


2. David was a type of our blessed Lord ; and so also 
was Solomon. It was during Solomon’s reign that Israel 
reached her highest glory ; and, if one of her prophets 
could, for the moment, have surveyed her future 
extended territory, her moral and political influence, 
and her immense wealth, well might he have proleptically 
exclaimed :— 

“ Behold, a Greater than Solomon is here.” 
Matt. 12: 42. 

3. God spoke of the Kingdom as “‘ My Kingdom "— 
the spiritual Theocracy still existent, and the Davidic 
“ throne established for ever.” 2Sam.7: 16. 


AN APPEAL. 


High is the honour of Ephraim-Britain, and great are 
her responsibilities, as she, through God’s infinite mercy, 
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inherits such an exalted Birthright and such a Royal 
Sceptre ! 

But, alas! both as a nation and as an Empire we have 
lamentably failed before God. Of late years, and especi- 
ally since the war, there has been, to a large extent, a 
decay of faith, an increase of superstition and ritualistic 
formalism ; a loose observance of the Lord’s Day, a 
neglect of public worship ; an undue love of pleasure ; 
and a general lowering of the standards of ethical life. 

There is a Call for National Repentance; and we 
think that God has raised up the various Societies of The 
British-Israel Movement, not only to call attention to our 
National Birthright, but also to lead His Israel back to 
Himself—to His Holy Word; to the Fundamental 
Truths of the Gospel ; to a deeper experience of spiritual 
life ; and to a fuller exemplification of Christian service. 

Most earnestly would we venture to urge every reader 
of these pages to pray—with deep searching of heart— 

“Lord, send a spiritual Revival : 

And do not pass me by ! ” 
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CHAPTER VI. 


“God hath in these last days spoken unto us by His Son.” 
Hebrews 1: 2. 


“THE LATTER DAYS.” 


The expressions—“ the latter days,” “ the last days,” 
“the latter time” and “the last time” frequently 
occur in Holy Scripture. They are all practically 
synonymous; so it will be convenient for us, in this 
discussion, to employ mainly the first of these phrases— 
“ the latter days.” 


Mr. Wilkinson devotes a whole chapter to the consi- 
deration of that expression, and; in our judgment, he 
evinces keen discernment as to the evidence of the New 
Testament in regard to it. 


THE IMPORTANCE OF THE PHRASE. 


The meaning of the words, “ the latter days,”’ is very 
important. This is due to the fact that British-Israelites 
contend that the phrase indicates specifically the Gospel 
Dispensation ; that ‘‘ the latter days’”’ began with the 
first Advent of our blessed Lord; and that, dispensa- 
tionally, they will come to an end at His second Advent. 
Mr. Wilkinson, however, on the contrary, asserts that 
the phrase—where, in the Old Testament, it happens to 
indicate a definite period in connection with this subject 
—trefers specifically to the thousand years of the Millen- 
nium, which will be inaugurated at the Redeemer’s 
Second Coming. 
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I1—‘THE LATTER DAYS” AND THE 
OLD TESTAMENT. 


I. The specific Hebrew formula for the phrase under 
consideration is DY MINNA b¢’acha-rith hay-ya- 
mim. But, whatever may be the intrinsic meaning 
of the Hebrew formula, its general usus loguend: must 
be carefully considered as the decisive factor in the 
case. 


2. The phrase “latter days’’ occurs fourteen times 
in the Hebrew Bible, referring to several different subjects 
and with various shades of meaning. The fact is that 
in consequence of the limited vocabulary of the Hebrew 
language, many words are invested with various signifi- 
cations besides what may be called their “‘ root meaning.” 
Thus, the root meaning of acha-rith is simply later, 
after, afterwards, future, without any special or definite 
period being indicated. 

Nevertheless, according to Mr. Wilkinson, ‘‘ the latter 
days ” may indicate 

“A period of national repen- 

DORR ailar es twess lode can ese) WpeSer. Zeit "20, 
“ Exclusively Millennial days” Isa. 2: 2. 
“The time of Messianic and 

Millennial victories” ... ... ... Num.24: 14. 


-AN IMPORTANT ADMISSION. 
1. But the question is :—Are there any prophecies in 
the Old Testament in which the phrase “ the latter 


days ” may signify the present age, or the Gospel Dispensa- 
tion? Mr, Wilkinson, with his scrupulous honesty and 
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fairness, admits that there are. Hence, after quoting the 
expression, hé says :— 7 
“Doubtless, it may, in certain cases, include 
the present dispensation.” 

z. Mr. Wilkinson does not give these prophecies ; 
but we learn from other parts of his book, especially from 
Chapter V., that he would interpret them as applying 
specifically to the Jews, not to Ephraim-Israel; and 
that their fulfilment, as he contends, could “only be 
realised in and by the millennial reign of the Lord 
Jesus.” 

3. But, in the face of his candid admission, Mr. 
Wilkinson’s interesting Hebrew disquisition is entirely 
beside the mark. For, if certain prophecies which 
relate to Israel ‘‘in the latter days’’ may refer to the 
present age or dispensation, it is obvious that those 
prophecies may possibly have been fulfilled centuries 
ago, or, are being fulfilled to-day—which is what British- 
Israelties claim as actually being the case. 

In fact, Mr. Wilkinson’s admission on this point is so 
far-reaching in its potential significance that it is fatal 
to a large part of his argument. 


THE CALL OF THE NEW TESTAMENT. 


Mr. Wilkinson, in his laudable endeavour to interpret 
the phrase, ‘‘ the latter days,”’ devotes his attention— 
as will be observed—largely to its signification in the 
Hebrew of the Old Testament. But as the phrase—by 
his own admission—may, in certain cases, include the 
present dispensation ; and as the predictions in those 
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cases must have looked forward for fulfilment to New 
Testament times, it naturally follows that Bible-students 
ought to seek in the New Testament itself for the full 
and definite interpretation of the phrase. 

We, therefore, invite our readers to accompany us to 
the inspired pages of the New Testament. If it can be 
shewn from thence that “the latter days’? mean the 
Gospel Dispensation in which we are now living, that 
fact will certainly go a long way towards establishing 
the British-Israel position. 


Il—“ THE LATTER DAYS” AND THE 
NEW_ TESTAMENT. 


I. As Dr. Llewellyn Thomas truly says, in his 
admirable volume, God and my Birthright :— 

“ Time, in Scripture, is divided into two main 
portions—Former Time and Latter Time, or 
Former Days and Latter Days. The ages up to 
the time of the Messiah were the former days, 
and those after that were the latter days— 
terminating at the Millennium.” 

2. Even by Jewish commentators, the phrase, 
“the latter days,” has always been taken to mean 


“the days of the Messiah,” 


3. It is an impressive fact that as twenty centuries 
elapsed between the days of Abraham and the first 
Advent of our Blessed Lord; so also about twenty 
centuries have elapsed since that Advent up to the 
present time. And it is very touching to remember that 
as the Messiah’s Advent and Cross are the central events 
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in the history of the world, so it was they which ushered 
in “ the latter days ” of “ grace and truth ”—the Gospel 
Dispensation, with its glorious Redemption and its full 
Salvation. 


THE POINT OF DIFFERENCE. 


1. Ofcourse, Mr. Wilkinson, as a reverent student of 
the Bible, heartily believes all the wonderful prophecies 
concerning Ephraim-Israel to which we have referred. 
He also believes, along with British-Israelites, that all 
these prophecies will some time and somehow be fulfilled. 
But when? That is the point. Both he and British- 
Israelites agree that this will take place “in the latter 
days.”” But to what age or period do “ the latter days ’’ 
belong? When do they begin? When do they end? 
Do they precede the Millennium? If so, do they run 
into the Millennium, as Mr. Wilkinson argues? In this 
contention, the Bible gives him no support. 

“ The latter days’ are a preparation for the Millen- 
nium and an introduction to it; but they are not to be 
part of the Millennium itself. 


2. In other words, Mr. Wilkinson, practically, 
transfers to the Millennium the fulfilment of all the 
stupendous restoration-prophecies concerning Israel. 
But British-Israelites believe and contend that those 
prophecies have been in process of fulfilment during 
many centuries past, and that, at the present time, they 
are continuing to be fulfilled in the Anglo-Saxon race and 
in the world-wide Empire of Great Britain. 

3. And considering the importance of this aspect of 
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the controversy, Mr. Wilkinson does not at all exaggerate 
when he says :— 

“ Tf it can be shewn that the term “ latter days ” 
defines the present age, then considerable confirma- 
tion is given to the British-Israel position.” 

Let us, therefore, turn to ‘‘ the Scripture of Truth,” 
to discover from its pages the meaning of the words 
“the latter days,” in so far as they relate to the point 
which is now before us. 


DEFINITE TESTIMONY AS TO “‘ THE LATTER DAYS.” 


The following seven points will shew clearly that ‘“ the 
latter days” refer to the present age, the age in which 
we live—the days of the Gospel Dispensation. 

Believing this on irreproachable evidence, British- 
Israelites may well thank Israel’s God, and rejoice in 
their inheritance of Israel’s Birthright and its blessings. 


1. The “day” of Redemption. 


The distinction between the former time and the latter 
time is clearly brought out in Isa. g: I, 2. 

“Tn the former time,’ as we read—about 742 B.c.— 
there were “ gloom ” and “ anguish ” to Ephraim-Israel 
through the Assyrian Captivity. 

Then follows the prediction of the latter time—the 
Gospel Dispensation—when the joyful words were 
fulfilled :— 


“ The people that walked in darkness have seen 
a great light ; and they that dwelt in the land of 
the shadow of death, upon them hath the light 
shined.”’ Isa.g : 2. 
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How literally this was fulfilled we learn from St. 
Matthew 4: 12-16. 


2. The“ days” of Christ. 


Our Lord’s ministry, from its very beginning, was 
exercised ‘‘ in the latter days ”’ :— 

“God, who at sundry times and in divers 
manners spake im time past unto the fathers by 
the prophets, hath in these last days spoken unto 
us by His Son.” Heb. 1: 1. 

This verse appears to us to be absolutely decisive. 
The “times ’”’ of the prophets are described as “ time 
past,” and the “days” of our Lord are set forth as 
“ these last days.’”’ The distinction is clear and positive. 
The “ time past ” preceded Christ’s Advent; and it was 
“in these last days’ that our Lord became incarnate, 
lived and taught, died, rose and ascended. 

Thus, “‘ these last days ” indicate the Gospel Dispensa- 
tion, in which, evidently, the glorious prophecies made to 
Ephraim are to be fulfilled. 

Moreover, St. Peter, in his first Epistle, wrote concern- 
ing our Lord as follows :— 

“Who verily was foreordained before the 
foundation of the world, but was manifested in 
these last times for you.” 1 Pet. 1: 20. 

The words, “‘ these last times,’”’ are translated in the 
Twentieth Century New Testament as “ these last days.” 

Mr. Wilkinson’s remarks upon these two quotations 
are as follows :— 


“As a term, ‘these last days’ as used in 
Hebrews 1: 2, cover the Christian dispensation 
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and doubtless beyond. In x Pet. 1: 20, the 
significance is similar.” 

But, if these verses “ cover the Christian dispensation,” 
tt 1s evident that they refer to and include the Christian 
Dispensation, which is exactly what British-Israelites 
contend. 

Therefore, when Mr. Wilkinson adds the words: “‘ and 
doubtless beyond,” he is drawing upon his imagination, 
and begging the question in dispute. 


3. The “ times” of the Apostles. 


St. John shews us that the times of the Apostles were 
“in the latter days.” :— 

“ Little children, it is the last time: and as ye 
have heard that antichrist shall come, even now 
are there many antichrists; whereby we know 
that it is the last time.” 1 John2: 18. 

The Twentieth Century New Testament translates this 
“last time ” as “‘ the last days.” 

There could be no antichrists before the Coming of 
Christ ; and there will be no antichrists in the thousand 
years of the glorious Millennium. It appears, therefore, 
that the Coming of our Lord inaugurated “the latter 
days’ just—as we shaii see presently—His second 

_ Advent will terminate them. 


4. The “ day of Pentecost.” 


On that glorious day, St. Peter told the people that 
the prophecy of Joel was being fulfilled in their presence 
and at the time appointed :— 
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“This is that which was spoken of by the pro- 
phet Joel; and it shall come to pass in the last © 
days, saith God, I will pour out of my Spirit upon 
all flesh.” Acts 2: 16,17; Joel 2: 28-32. 

Mr. Wilkinson regards the prophet Joel’s prediction 
merely as “an anticipation in miniature of complete 
and final restoration-blessing ’"—a terminus a quo, not 
a terminus ad quem. But even if it be so—and prophecy, 
in many cases has more than one meaning—that would 
not diminish the value of the fact that ‘‘ the last days ” 
spoken of by Joel were claimed by St. Peter as being 
fulfilled on the day of Pentecost ; thus giving another 
. proof that the phrase, ‘‘ the latter days,” indicates the 
Gospel Dispensation. 


5. The days” of the Christian Faith. 


Both St. Paul and St. Jude speak of the days of the 
Christian Faith as ‘‘ the latter days” :— 

“Now the Spirit speaketh expressly, that 
in the latter times Eaton shall depart from the 
faith.” 1 Tim. 4: 

“ This know also, hat in the last days perilous 
times shall come.” 2 Tim. 3: I. 

“ But, beloved, remember ye the words which 
were spoken before of the Apostles of our Lord 
Jesus Christ; how that they told you there 
should be mockers in the last time.” Jude 17, 18. 


That in these verses, “‘ the latter days’’ refer to and 
include the Gospel Dispensation, is perfectly evident, 
so much so that Mr. Wilkinson frankly and honestly 
admits on page 56 that their ‘‘ reference is specially to 
the close of the present dispensation.” ‘ 
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6. The “day” of Repentance. 


St. Peter, in his first Epistle, writes to the “ sojourners 
of the Dispersion,” and, of course, with special reference 
to those of Ephraim-Israel who, through faith in Christ 
and by the New Birth by the Holy Spirit, had spiritually 
become “‘ the sons of the living God.” Hos. 1: ro. 


He, evidently, has in mind Hos, 1: 6-10; and he thus 
addresses them :— 

“Which in time past were not a people, but are 
now the people of God: which had not obtained 
mercy, but now have obtained mercy.” 1 Pet. 
23) 20. 

The Apostle divides-the Dispensations into “ time 
past” and “now.” The “ now ”’ refers to the times of 
repentance and to the acceptance of Redemption through 
the coming of Christ. The “time past” refers to the 
former days before Christ had come, and before Redemp- 
tion had been accomplished by His atoning Sacrifice at 
Calvary. 


9. The“ times”? of “ the Latter Days’”” Termination. 


_ When will “the latter days’’ come to an end? Do 
the pages of Holy Writ give any guidance as to the 
termination of the present age? Verily, they do. 


1. Amid the many prophecies concerning Israel, 
there is one that stands out with tragic solemnity, before 
which men’s hearts might well faint for fear! The Jatest 
event in the history of ‘‘ the latter days ” will startle the 
world, as the summons to Armageddon resounds 
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through the Promised Land, and finds its echoes on 
Israel-Britain’s shores. What a war that will be |— 
“Thou shalt come up against my people of 
Israel, as a cloud to cover the land: and it shall 
come to pass in the latter days, that I will bring 
thee against my land, that the nations may know 
me, when I shall be sanctified in thee, O Gog, 
before their eyes.” Ezek. 38: 16. 


The war of Armageddon will terminate “‘ the latter 
days,” and will itself be terminated by the second Advent 
of the Divine Redeemer, who will destroy the enemy, 
deliver His people, ascend His Throne, take His King- 
dom, and inaugurate His Millennial Reign of Peace :— 

“Of the increase of His government and of 
peace, there shall be no end, upon the throne of 
David, and upon His kingdom, to establish it, 
and to uphold it with judgement and with 
righteousness from henceforth even for ever. 
The zeal of the Lord of hosts shall perform this.”’ 
Isa.Q: 7. 

2. The last event recorded in Holy Scripture as 
taking place “‘ in the latter days ”’ is the war of Armaged- 
don. And as Dr. Llewellyn Thomas truly says :— 

““We may, therefore, take it that ‘ the latter 


days ’ strictly denote the period between the first 
and second Advents of our Lord and Saviour.” 


3. During that period, the following marvellous 
things were all destined to be fulfilled :— 
The Abrahamic-Covenant-Promises. 
The Prophecies of Balaam concerning Israel. 


The Blessings of Moses on Israel. 
The Fifth World-Empire, or Stone-Kingdom. 
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Iil—“ THE LATTER DAYS” AND THE 
MILLENNIUM. 

It has long been the almost universal custom of 
theologians to relegate these great blessings to the time 
of the Millennium, implying that “the latter days” 
continue through that thousand years ..... But the 
blessings above referred to are almost all associated with 
fighting and struggle ; Joseph’s being shot at by archers 
and his hands being made strong for resistance and 
conquest ; Israel’s eating up the nations and pushing the 
peoples together ; and also the destruction of the image 
of Nebuchadnezzar. 

Now, we know that in the Millennial reign there is to 
be no fighting or warfare; and that there is to be no 
oppression and no injustice. 

The promises to Ephraim-Israel of blessing “‘ in the 
latter days ’’"—days of struggle and fighting—could not 
be fulfilled in the Thousand Years of Peace. 

In the Millennium, Israel will be supreme, and the 
heir of the world. There will be nothing more to conquer, 
and swords and spears will have been converted into 
ploughshares and pruning hooks.* 


WHEN SHALL THESE THINGS BE? 


1. When we consider the glorious promises and 
prophecies concerning Israel in the Abrahamic and 
Davidic Covenants, we do not wonder that many Bible 
students, at different periods, have asked :—‘‘ When 
shall these things be?” Mr. Wilkinson’s answer is 

* Adapted from God and my Birthright. 
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that, “the plenary realization is future and millennial, 
and can only commence after the Lord’s return.” 


2. As to “plenary realization,” we find no fault 
with Mr. Wilkinson’s remark; for when the Lord’s 
second Advent takes place, Ephraim-Israel and Judah 
will have become united, representatively, in the Holy 
Land, in the Palestinian-Restoration. Then, in Millen- 
nial glory, shall be perfectly fulfilled to our blessed 
Lord and to His re-united Israel the words of the angel 
Gabriel :— 

“ The Lord God shall give unto Him the throne 
of His father David ; and He shall reign over the 
house of Jacob for ever; and of His kingdom 
there shall be no end.” Luke 1: 32, 33. 

3. But “plenary realization” is quite consistent 
with a preliminary and partial realization. And, 
however sublime may now be the fulfilment in the 
British Empire of the glorious prophecies of the Abraha- 
mic and Davidic Covenants, British-Israelites are 
looking forward eagerly and longingly to the Second 
Advent of their Lord and Saviour, when the sublimest 
is yet to be, and when repentant, believing and restored 
Judah will unite with Ephraim-Israel in acclaiming 
Jesus of Nazareth as their Messiah and their King ! 


4. Through agonies of storm and flood; through 
centuries of gloom and night ; through fields of blood 
and carnage, Ephraim-Israel has pursued her way under 
the leadership of the Almighty. Her home has long 
been in “‘ the isles of the sea’’—the British Isles—far 
away from the sacred fields of the Holy Land. Now, 
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her Empire belts the world ; and, in every part of that 
Empire, the prayers and loyal testimony of Israel-Britons 
are preparing to usher in “ the plenary realization ’’ and 
consummation of the promises of the Abrahamic and 
Davidic Covenants, in the Millennial Advent of their 
blessed Redeemer, Saviour, and Lord. 


SUMMATION. 


In our judgment, the following are the essential 
facts. 

1. That the ages preceding the first Advent of the 
Lord Jesus Christ were the former days. 

2. That the ages succeeding that Advent were the 
latter days. 

3. That the prophecies referring to “ the latter days” 
must, therefore, be in process of fulfilment at the present 
time. 

4. That the prophecies concerning Ephraim-Israel 
are now being fulfilled in the British Empire. 

5. That in due time Ephraim-Israel and the Jews 
will fully, but representatively, occupy the Promised 
Land. 

6. That at the Second Advent of our blessed Lord, 
“the latter days”’ will terminate; and then, as the 
Son of God and God the Son and the Son of David, He 
will take the Davidic throne, wield its sceptre, and 
enter upon His Millennial dominion and glory. 
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CHAPTER VII. 


“ His seed shall become the Fulness of the nations.” 
Genesis 48: 19. 


“THE FULNESS OF THE NATIONS.” 


Mr. Wilkinson is quite correct when he says that 
British-Israelites regard the subject of this chapter as 
one of great and emphatic importance. Nevertheless, 
the vindication of their position is, by no means, difficult, 
if a literal interpretation be given to the Divine promises 
which will form the subject of our consideration. 


But, unfortunately, although Mr. Wilkinson, to some 
extent, admits that the lineal, physical “seed” are 
alluded to in the Covenant-promises made to Abraham, 
Isaac, and Jacob, yet he suddenly turns aside into the 
figurative, spiritual, and millennial realms ; and to such 
an extent does he do this that the promises are not only 
obscured, but are also diverted from their national 
meaning. 

THE BRITISH-ISRAELITE POSITION. 

The position of British-Israelites is as follows :— 

1. That the phrase D°30 N52 melo’ hag-goyim, 
which is rendered ‘‘ fulness of nations,’’ indicates that 


Ephraim-Israel was to become a Commonwealth of 
Gentile nations—goyim. 


2. That the seed of Joseph—Ephraim and Manasseh 
—was, therefore, to become Gentilised. 


3. That all this was to occur before the Millennium. 


““ THE FULNESS OF THE NATIONS.” 89 


4. That the “fulness of the Gentiles” in Romans 
Ir: 25 refers to the same people as the “ fulness of 
nations ” in Genesis 48: 19. 

5. That the world-wide Empire of Great Britain is, 
in a national and official sense, the inheritor of the 
Birthright blessings of Ephraim. 


Mr. Wilkinson vigorously, but courteously and gra- 
ciously, antagonises each one of these points. We 
gladly reply in the same manner and, in the same 
brotherly spirit. 


THE UNVEILING OF ISRAEL, 


Let us, therefore, trace the process of Divine revelation 
on this important subject, and thus lead up gradually to 
the triumphant prophecy made by Jacob—that the seed 
of Ephraim, the son of Joseph, would become “‘ the 
fulness of the nations.” Genesis 48: I9. 

By so doing, we shall gain a proper perspective of the 
cumulative effect of the evidence. Indeed, it is only as 
we survey the arguments as a whole, that we can do 
justice to the questions involved. For, as Mr. Wilkinson 
admits, ina passage previously quoted in reference to the 
position of British-Israelites :— 


“The influence which produces conviction 
seems to be overwhelming, when the arguments 
are arrayed en masse.”’ 


I—THE ABRAHAMIC COVENANT. 


The All-wise and Almighty God chose Abraham, and 
made a special, unconditional Covenant with him and 
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with his “‘ seed after him.’’ That this Covenant included 
Abraham’s literal, physical seed is evident from the 
inspired record itself, especially from the words, “ through- 
out their generations’’—a phrase which, evidently, 
implies continuity :— 


“T will establish my covenant between me and 
thee and thy seed after thee throughout their 
generations for an everlasting covenant, to be a 
God unto thee and thy seed after thee.” Genesis 


2 a A 
1. THE CONTENTS OF THE COVENANT. 


Four special promises were made to Abraham :— 

1. The Land.—That his seed would become a great 
people, and that they would inherit the land of Canaan 
for an everlasting possession :— 

“ T will give unto thee and to thy seed after thee 
the land of thy sojournings, all the land of Canaan 
for an everlasting possession.” Genesis 17: 8. 

“An everlasting possession”—not a _ continuous 
occupation. The continuous occupation may possibly 
commence only at the full and final return of Ephraim- 
Israel and Judah—the Palestinian Restoration—as 
predicted in Ezekiel, chapter 37. 

2. Multitudinousness.—That he would have a mul- 
tiplicity of seed, or a very numerous posterity :— 


““T will multiply thy seed as the stars of heaven, 
and as the sand which is upon the sea shore ; and 
thy seed shall possess the gate of his enemies.”’ 
Genesis 22: 17. 


3. The Commonwealth.—That he would become the 
father of many nations :— 
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“ Behold, my covenant is with thee, and thou 
shalt be the father of a multitude of nations.” 
Genesis 17: 4. 

4. The Messiah.—That he would be the progenitor of 
the Messiah :— 


“In thy seed shall all the nations of the earth 
be blessed ; because thou hast obeyed my voice.” 
Genesis 22: 18. 

“ And the Scripture, foreseeing that God would 
justify the nations by faith, preached the Gospel 
beforehand unto Abraham, saying, In thee shall 
all the nations be blessed.”’ Gal. 3: 8. 


2. THE TRANSMISSION OF THE COVENANT. 

1. To Isaac.—The Covenant with Abraham was 
inherited by his son Isaac, to whom God made the 
following promise :— t 

“‘T will multiply thy seed as the stars of heaven, 
and will give unto thy seed all these lands; and 
in thy seed shall all the nations of the earth be 
blessed.” Genesis 26: 4. 

It should be specially borne in mind that, although 
Abraham had several sons besides Isaac, nevertheless, 
they were not included in the Abrahamic Covenant ; 
for God had said to him :— 


“In Isaac shall thy seed be called.” Genesis 
25: i235 Rom. 9: 7; Heb. 11: 38: 


2. To Jacob.—Esau, the eldest son of Isaac, despised 
his birthright, and sold it to his brother Jacob for a mess 
of pottage. God confirmed the birthright to Jacob ; for 
we read :— 


“And He called his name Israel. And God 
said unto him, I am God Almighty ; be fruitful 
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and multiply ; a nation and a company of nations 
shall be of thee, and kings shall come out of thy 
loins, and the land which I gave unto Abraham 
and Isaac, to thee will I give it, and to thy seed 
after thee will I give the land.” Genesis 35: 
10-12. 


8. THE TWOFOLD NATURE OF THE COVENANT. 


1. Literal—It was a literal Covenant to the literal 
seed of Abraham. Its language is as clear as crystal 
and as definite as a legal document. Any theory, or 
any system of interpretation which postulates an 
exclusively figurative or spiritual interpretation of this 
Covenant is doomed. 


2. Spiritual.—aAt the same time, it was also spiritual ; 
for, it is gloriously true that as Abraham is the father of 
all the Hebrew people in relation to the election of 
Race, even so he is also the father of all truly Christian 
people in relation to the election of Grace. 

(r) Well, therefore, might St. Paul say of Abraham 
that he received the sign of circumcision—a seal of the 
righteousness of the faith which he had while he was in 
uncircumcision :— 

“That he might be the father of all.them that 
believe.” Rom. 4: It. 

(2) As to non-Israelitish people—Gentiles pure and 
simple—through their personal faith in the Lord Jesus 
Christ, they are adopted into the spiritual commonwealth 
of Israel. But the Covenant of multiplicity which was 
made with Abraham is a twofold Covenant—lineal and 
spiritual—and must include the literal seed of Abraham 
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in a national sense, even as it equally includes his believ- 
ing seed in a spiritual sense. 


Il—THE EXPANDED COVENANT. 


The terms of the Covenant which was made with 
Abraham were re-stated and enlarged in God’s promise 
to Jacob. The special promises made to Abraham 
were that, his seed should become “a great nation” 
and that he himself would become “ the father of many 
mations. Gen. I2: 1-3; Rom.‘4: 17. But, in 
Genesis 35: II, when we come to Jacob, we perceive 
an expansion of the Covenant, as follows :— 


“ And God said unto Jacob, I am God Almighty : 
be fruitful and multiply ; a nation and a company 
of nations shall be of thee, and kings shall come out 
of thy loins.” Gen. 35: II. 

Thus, the blessing of his father Isaac was, in principle, 
to be realised. The expression, ‘‘ a company of peoples,” 
is a striking one, and it occurs for the first time in Isaac’s 
prayer for Jacob—a prayer offered twenty-eight years 
before, in the following terms :— 


“God Almighty bless thee,. and make thee 
fruitful, and multiply thee, that thou mayest be 
-acompany of peoples.” Gen. 28: 3. 


THE ROYAL TRIBE. 


Kings had already been predicted as descendants of 
Abraham and Sarah ; but the Royal Tribe which was to 
have the honour of the birthright of the Messiah had not 
hitherto been named. But to Jacob, on his deathbed, 
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God revealed that the promised Messiah, as King of 
Israel, was to spring from the Tribe of Judah :— 


“ The sceptre shall not depart from Judah nor 
a lawgiver from beneath his feet until Shiloh 
come; and unto Him shall the obedience of the 
people be.” Gen. 49: 10. 

“Tt is evident that our Lord sprang out of 
Judah.” Heb. 7: 14. 


THE BIRTHRIGHT OF ‘‘ THE COMPANY OF NATIONS.” 


1. Itisclear, that the natural, literal seed of Abraham, 
Isaac, and Jacob were to become “a great nation,” 
“many nations,” and even “‘ the company of nations.” 
D3 2p kehal goyim. To whom, then, could the 
birthright of ‘‘ the company of nations’’ be given? 
Gen. 35: II. 


2. The general opinion is that the Covenant of 
multitudinousness descended to the whole of the Twelve 
Tribes. But the Bible makes it perfectly clear that this 
opinion is wrong, and that the promise of multiplicity 
was given to the ‘‘ House of Joseph.”” 1 Chron. 5: 1. 


THE DISINHERITANCE OF REUBEN. 


Reuben, as the eldest son of Jacob, would, naturally, 
have inherited the birthright with its various privileges 
and honours ; but he was disinherited on account of his 
sin, according as we read :— 


“ Reuben the firstborn of Israel, for he was the 
firstborn ; but forasmuch as he defiled his father’s 
couch, his birthright was given unto the sons of 
Joseph, the son of Israel; and the genealogy is 
not to be reckoned after the birthright. For 
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Judah prevailed above his brethren, and of him 
came the Prince ; but the birthright was Joseph's.” 
1 Chron. 5: I. 


III—THE CULMINATION OF THE 
COVENANT. 


I. It is very impressive to read of the closing hours of 
the patriarch Israel, in the land of Egypt. Joseph, with 
his two sons, Ephraim and Manasseh, stood by the 
bedside, as his father rehearsed to them the special 
promise which God had given to him many years ago :— 

“ Behold, I will make thee fruitful and multiply 
thee, and I will make of thee a company of 
peoples ; and will give this land to thy seed after 
thee for an everlasting possession.” Gen. 48: 4. 

2. As the aged patriarch was almost blind, he 
requested Joseph to bring the boys near to him, as he 
wished to give them his parting blessing. Joseph 
complied with his father’s request, placing Manasseh, 
the firstborn, opposite Jacob’s right hand and Ephraim 
opposite his left hand. 

3. But, lo, the aged patriarch, ‘‘ guiding his hands 
wittingly,” crossed them ; and under the inspiration of 
the Spirit of God, he placed his right hand—the hand of 
blessing and authority—upon the head of Ephraim and 
his left hand upon the head of Manasseh. And thus he 
blessed them :-— 


“Let my name be named on them, and the 
name of my fathers Abraham and Isaac ; and let 
them grow into a multitude in the midst of the 
earth ’’—literally, ‘“‘let them swarm as fishes 
do’’—in vast numbers. Gen. 48: 16. 
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4. When Joseph noticed the position of his father’s 
hands, he was displeased, and said :— 


“Not so, my father: for this is the firstborn ; 
put thy right hand upon his head. And his 
father refused, and said, I know it, my son, I 
know it: he also shall become a people, and he 
also shall be great : howbeit, his younger brother 
shall be greater than he, and his seed shall become 
a multitude of nations ’’—literally, “‘ the fulness of 
the nations.” Gen. 48: 18, 19. 

5. And it is essential to remember that the blessings 
promised to Joseph’s descendants were to happen to 
them “‘ in the latter days,” that is the Gospel Dispensa- 
tion. Gen. 49: 22-26. 


JOSEPH, EPHRAIM, AND MANASSEH. 


1. Here, then, we have the Covenant-promise of the 
multitudinous seed—the temporal birthright—conveyed 
directly by Israel to Ephraim and Manasseh and their 
descendants, that is, to the “ House of Joseph,” instead 
of to Reuben, Jacob’s firstborn. 


2. Four hundred years after, when Moses was 
blessing the Twelve Tribes, he also gave the chief blessing 
to the House of Joseph; and concerning his future 
multiplicity and military power, he said :— 

‘His horns are the horns of the wild ox ; with 
them he shall push the peoples all of them, even 
the ends of the earth: And they are the tem 
thousands of Ephraim, and they are the thousands 
of Manasseh.” Deut. 33: 17. 

3. The reader will observe that the posterity referred 
to is Joseph’s natural posterity, and that to Ephraim was 
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_ given the dominant authority of the birthright over his 
brother Manasseh. This is very important in view of the 
fact that after the revolt under Jeroboam, which took 
place about seven hundred years later, Ephraim’s 
descendants became the ruling power in the Northern 
kingdom, and that, in fact, the kingdom bore Ephraim’s 
name. 


IV.—THE NATIONS OF EPHRAIM-ISRAEL. 


The Hebrew words for “‘ the fulness of the nations’ 
are melo’ hag-goyim. In this and the two following 
sections, let us look at these terms, and see how they 
confirm British-Israel Truth. - 

The British-Israel position is this:—If the word 
“nations ’’ is taken in conjunction with previous 
predictions, it implies :-— 


’ 


1. That Ephraim-Israel, “in the latter days,” would 
multiply as shoals of fishes in the sea. They were to 
become “ the fulness of the nations ’’—goyim. 


2. That they would appear in the world as “‘ many 
nations and a company of nations ’’—in fact, a common- 
wealth of nations. 


3. That they would be “ great ” and “ mighty ’”—not 
only ‘a fulness of nations,” as is generally quoted, but 
also “‘ the fulness of the nations.”” In the Hebrew text, 
the word melo’ is in, what is called, the Construct State, 
which carries with it the definite article, without being 
formally expressed. But before the word “‘ nations,” the 
definite article appears—hag-goyim—“ the nations.” 
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But what nations? “ A large group of nations,” says 
Mr. Wilkinson. But, again we ask, What nations? 
Surely, there can be only one answer to the question, 
namely :— 


4. That the “large group of nations” referred to 
consisted of all who were outside the Abrahamic Coven- 
ant ; who were not included among the Chosen People 
of God; but who were, in fact, “aliens from the 
commonwealth of Israel and strangers from the covenants 
of promise ’’—in other words, Gentiles or heathen.” 
Epa.'2 5° 12,52: 


5. That, as the Abrahamic Covenant has never been 
revoked by our gracious God, there are still to Him only 
two kinds of nations, namely, His Chosen People Israel 
and the surrounding nations of the Gentiles or heathen. 
It is evident, therefore, that ‘‘ the fulness of the nations ” 
could only be literally and fully realised by the alliance of 
Gentile nations with Ephraim-Israel. 


6. That as Ephraim-Israel—after the revolution or 
disruption under Jeroboam—became the Northern 
Kingdom ; there is nothing unreasonable in the idea 
of British-Israelites, that during the centuries of 
Ephraim-Israel’s Captivity and of their wanderings, 
they would rapidly multiply ; would form alliances with 
Gentile nations and tribes; would absorb them into 
themselves; would adopt their traditions, beliefs, 
manners, and customs ; would lose their own language, 
name, religion, and identity ; and, indeed, would become 
more and more Gentilised until, as “‘ the lost sheep of the 
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House of Israel,’’ they were brought under the saving 
influence of the Gospel of the Lord Jesus Christ. Matt. 
10 5/6. 


V.—‘ THE FULNESS” OF EPHRAIM-ISRAEL. 


> 


I. The nations whose “fulness” was to belong to 
Ephraim-Israel were the surrounding foreign Gentile 
nations of that age. This is evident not only from the 
fact that, besides Judah and Ephraim-Israel, there were 
no other nations on the face of the earth ; but also from 
the word goyim itself, which indicates the nature and 
character of the nations themselves. Ephraim-Israel 
was to become “‘ the fulness of the goyim.”’ 

2. The expression, “ fulness,” is a simple one, when 
it is carefully studied. To have ‘‘ the fulness ’’ of any- 
thing means to have an abundance of that thing. For 
instance: fulness of water, or corn, or territory, or 
population, means to have these things abundantly. 
When we say that a man has a fulness of wealth, or of 
knowledge, we mean that he possesses wealth or 
knowledge, in abundance. And so on. 

3. Even so, when it was predicted that Ephraim- 
Israel would become “ the fulness of the goyim,” it meant 
that they, as a nation, would become an abundance of 

_goyim ; that is to say, in addition to their own natural 
fecundity, they would absorb many of the goyim into 
their commonwealth and dominion. 

What, then, is the meaning of the word goyim? and 
who were the nations that were indicated by that 
term ? 
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VI. THE GOYIM’”—-WHO WERE THEY? 


British-Israelites contend that the goyim were Gentiles, 
or heathen nations ; and that Ephraim-Israel, by associa- 
ting with them and by absorbing them into their ranks, 
practically became “ lost’; were merged among the 
Gentiles, and were known and written of as such in the 
New Testament. It was to them that our blessed Lord 
referred when He spoke of “‘ the lost sheep of the house 
of Israel.’’ Matt. 10; 6. _ Who, then, were the goyim ? 


1. A PERSONAL TESTIMONY. 


A few days ago, I had the pleasure of an interview 
with a gentleman who is a Polish Jew.. He is the son of 
a learned Rabbi; he was himself educated for the posi- 
tion of a Rabbi; and possesses all the equipment of a 
Rabbi. 

But he became a Christian and studied during four 
years at Regent’s Park College. His knowledge of 
Hebrew and of Hebrew traditions and customs entitles 
his opinion to special recognition and confidence. 

So, I put to him the question :—‘‘ What is the meaning 
of the word goyim, as used in the Old Testament ; and 
who are the nations indicated by that Hebrew word ? ” 
His answer was clear and explicit :— 


“ Goy, the singular form of the term, is applied 
to any foreign nation; but sometimes also to 
Israel herself. In general it indicates a nation or 
a people that are not of the Jewish race. If a 
man were spoken of as a goy, it would mean that 
he was not a Jew. 

“Goyim, the plural form, indicated all the 
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nations or peoples inside or outside of Palestine 
who were not of the seed of Abraham through 
Isaac and Jacob—that is to say, they were the 
‘heathen ’ or ‘ Gentiles.’ 

“So that, if and when Ephraim-Israel, after 
centuries of wanderings, and after losing their 
identity, had become ‘ the fulness of the goyim,’ 
that would indicate that, practically, they had 
become Gentiles, or a Gentilised Israel.” 


2. THE TESTIMONY OF THE LEXICONS. 


I. Professor Lee, in his ‘‘ Hebrew-Lexicon,”’ 
“Compares the Goyim to ‘barbarians’ and 
* foreigners.’ ”’ 

2. Principal B. Davidson—one of Scotland’s foremost 
Hebraists—in his ‘‘ Analytical Hebrew and Chaldee 
Lexicon,” defines the words as follows :— 

“Goy—people, nation, generally of foreign 
nations; but also of Israel. Isa. 1: 4; Gen. 
12: 2. Goyim—foreign, heathen, nations.” 

3. Professor Selig Newman, in his “ English and 
Hebrew Lexicon ’’—referring to the word ‘43 Goy, 
says :— 

_ “ Goy, in Rabbinical Hebrew, denotes one who 
is of another nation ; one who is not a Jew.” 


4. The eminent Hebrew scholars who have given us 
the Revised Version of the Old Testament, make the 
following important statement on the third page of their 
Preface :— 

“The Hebrew word Goyim, ‘ nations,’ which is 
applied to the nations of Canaan dispossessed by 


the Hebrews, and then also to the surrounding 
- nations among whom the people of Israel were 
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afterwards dispersed, acquired in later times a 
moral significance which is represented in the 
Authorised Version by the rendering ‘ heathen ’ 
or ‘ Gentiles.’ ”’ 


5. Professor Gesenius, whose “‘ Hebrew Lexicon ”’ is 
celebrated throughout the whole world, defines the words 
in the following extract :— 


“ Goy—people, a united, federated multitude.” 
“ Goyim—evidently, the heathen populations 
outside Israel; often with the idea of enemies, 
barbarians, or simply heathen ; particularly the 
heathen populations of Palestine. Seldom em- 
ployed concerning Israel. The word Goyim is 
never associated with the word Jehovah ; but, 
on the contrary, the Hebrew word ‘Am is often 
thus associated. In modern Hebrew, Goy means, 
“not a Jew’; Goyah means, ‘ not a Jewess.’’* 
The Hebrew Lexicons of Tregelles, Brown and 


Konig agree essentially with those previously mentioned. 


3. THE TESTIMONY OF THE BIBLE. 

I. But, after all, it is the testimony of the Bible 
itself to which we would call attention ; for every reader 
is responsible to God, and to Him alone, to search the 
infallible Word and to pray for the guidance of the Holy 
Spirit. What, then, saith the Holy Scripture ? 


2. The words goy and goyim occur five hundred and 


* “ Goy—Volk, als einheitlich verbundene Masse. 

“« Goyim—gern von den heidnischen ausserhalb Israel; oft 
mit dem Begriffe: Feinde, Barbaren, oder geradzu Heiden; 
besonders die heidnischen Bevolkerung Palastinas. Selten von 
Israel. Aber nie Goy Yehovah; dagegen herrschend Yehovah 
‘Am.” 

‘Im Neuhebr. Goy, Goyah=Nichtyude, Nichtyiidin. 
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forty times in the Old Testament. How were the words 
translated in the Authorised Version ? 


By the word “ people ”’ II times. 
By the word “ Nation ” 362 times. 
By the word “ Gentile ” 30 times. 
By the word “‘ Heathen” 137 times. 


3. Now, the passages in which the Hebrew words are 
rendered “‘ people” or “nations,” do not really come 
into the discussion. But the one hundred and sixty- 
seven cases in which we find the words “ Gentile” or 
“heathen ” as the rendering—these are indeed, full of 
significance ; and they are an overwhelming support of 
the British-Israel position. 


VII.—THE ERA OF THE BLESSINGS. 


1. Itis clear that Ephraim-Israel, during centuries of 
their Captivity, were to become a multitudinous nation 
of goyim ; that they would be “ lost ” not only to their 
own language but also to their own identity ; and, that, 
to all practical intents and purposes, they would appear 
as a Christianised, Gentile nation towards the close of 
“ the latter days.” 

2. For, thanks be to God! there was to be a Restora- 
tion in the Appointed Place ; a reception of the glorious 
Gospel of Christ ; and a penitential return to the God of 
their fathers. Here, in the Appointed Place—the “ Isles 
of the Sea,” the British Isles—much of the Divine purpose 
has already been revealed and fulfilled ; and more is yet 
to follow, to the glory of God, and in preparation for the 
Palestinian Restoration. Then, will Ephraim-Israel and 
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Judah be one people in the Land of Divine promise, of 
gracious bestowal, and of millennial glory. 

3- But, in the meantime, great events have to take 
place, and Ephraim-Israel’s fulness of blessing has yet 
to be more gratefully recognised and accepted. In 
particular, we are looking for the solution of the 
“mystery ” of which St. Paul writes in Romans 11: 25; 
and we are patiently and expectantly waiting “ until the 
fulness of the Gentiles be come in.’’ And in this connec- 
tion, it is important to remember :— 

(1) That the Greek word translated ‘“‘ Gentiles ”— 
vn ethne—in that verse would be more strictly rendered 
“nations.” Indeed, it is so rendered in the Margin of 
the Revised Version, in Matt. 4: 15, and elsewhere. 

(2) That this rendering brings the verse into absolute 
uniformity with Genesis 48: 1g—‘ the fulness of the 
nations.” 

(3) That this phrase occurs twice only in the Bible. 
In the first instance, Genesis 48: 19, the reference is 
evidently to Ephraim-Israel; and as to the second 
instance—Romans II: 25—British-Israelites may well 
hold that the reference is also to Israel of the Ten Tribes. 

How closely the two passages are related will be 
evident when we set out the Hebrew and the Greek texts 
together, thus :— 

Genésis 48 : IQ. Romans II: 25. 
pia xSp TO TAnpapwa Tov eOvav 
the nations. The fulness of |The fulness of the nations 

It will be observed that the words—both in the trans- 
lation of the two passages and in the two languages— 
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are identically the same. Believing, as we do, in the 
inspiration of the very words of the Holy Scriptures, we 
cannot regard this absolute verbal agreement as a mere 
coincidence. The Holy Spirit was behind both of them. 
The first is the Old Testament prophecy ; the second is its 
New Testament proleptic fulfilment. 

A REMARKABLE FACT. 

“To prove, conclusively, that ‘the Fulness of the 
Nations,’ referred to by St. Paul, is no other than ‘ the 
Fulness of the Nations ’ promised to Ephraim, in Genesis 
48: 19, notice that both Dr. Delitzsch‘s translation of the 
New Testament into Hebrew—sold by the British and 
Foreign Bible Society—and Ginsburg-Salkinson’s New 
Testament, published by the Trinitarian Bible Society, 
for the use of the Jews, have the very same Hebrew 
words—m? lo hag-go-yim—in Romans 11: 25, that 
we find in Genesis 48 : 19, in the Hebrew Old Testament, 
and in this verse only. This is far too important to be 
discussed without calling the serious attention of all 
scholars to the remarkable fact, that when ‘ the Fulness 
of the Gentiles’ had to be rendered into Hebrew, the 
most eminent scholars naturally employed the phrase 
used in the promised eect gato given to Ephraim 
Israel in Genesis 49.” 


VIII—MR. WILKINSON’S SPECIAL THEORIES. 
Mr. Wilkinson propounds four special theories, which 
appear again and again in his book. Let us briefly deal 
with these :— 
* The Fulness of the Nations. p. 86. 
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1. He, of course, believes that the blessings indicated 
by ‘‘ the fulness of the nations ’”’ were actually promised, 
as recorded in the Holy Scriptures ; but—quite uninten- 
tionally—he discounts them by applying to them the idea 
of the “‘ plural of majesty.” 

Now, the principle of the “ plural of majesty” is a 
perfectly sound principle in regard to subjects in which 
the element of poetry, sublimity or infinity is referred to. 
But in such matters as those under consideration, in 
which the earthly, literal, and historical bulk so largely, 
we venture to express the opinion that the principle is 
entirely out of place. The promises are in no sense 
hyperboles or exaggerations. They are literal predic- 


tions. 
2. Again, Mr. Wilkinson transfers the blessings from 


the Gospel Dispensation to the Millennium, 

But, that the blessings are to be Pre-Millennial, is 
evident from the following :— 

I. They are to be enjoyed by the ‘‘ House of Joseph” 
“in the latter days,’’ which we have shewn to be the 
Christian Dispensation. 

2. Many of the predictions, spoken by the prophets, 
are inconsistent with Millennial times, when all war is to 

cease. Dent. 33: 17; Isa. 43: 8-12; 54: 15, 173 
Micah 5: 8; 4: 3. 

3. The prophets distinctly foretell the accomplish- 
ment of the multiplicity of Ephraim-Israel during “ the 
times of the Gentiles,” or the present Dispensation, 
while Jerusalem was still to be “‘ trodden down of the 
Gentiles.” 


¢ ’ 
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It is important, however, to remember that while 
British-Israelites contend that the blessings of ‘“ the 
fulness of the nations ’’ were predicted to precede the 
Millennium, they hold that those blessings will, doubtless, 
be increased and intensified in the Millennial age. In 
fact, the blessings conferred upon Ephraim-Israel are 
intended, by their spreading of the glorious Gospel, to 
prepare the way for the Millennium. 


8. Moreover, Mr. Wilkinson admits that while some 
descendants of Ephraim-Israel may still exist here and 
there in the East, as small, scattered groups, yet they 
have no national existence ; and he contends that the 
Jews are the appointed heirs to all the great promises 
which were made to Abraham and his seed. 


In our judgment, this theory ignores the Biblical 
distinction between Ephraim-Israel and Judah ; allots 
to Judah promises which were specifically made to 
Ephraim-Israel alone—promises which have been ful- 
filled in Ten-Tribed history, and which have never had any 
fulfilment in the history of Judah. Indeed, the promises 
made to Ephraim-Israel of multitudinousness and of 
naval and military power, are as far removed from Judah 
and her history as the planet Mars is from the earth, on 
which we dwell. 


4. But it should be observed also that Mr. Wilkinson 
belittles the natural, literal seed of Abraham, and applies 
the promises of blessing almost entirely to the spiritual 
realm—Abraham’s seed by faith in the Lord Jesus 
Christ. 
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Now, as we have already remarked, there is a glorious 
spiritual element in the Covenant with Abraham: but 
there is the natural and physical element as well. Both 
should be acknowledged and equally recognised as 
God-planned and God-given. 

“ The fulness of the nations ’’ is the promise. But, if 
we are to accept Mr. Wilkinson’s theory, its chief idea 
would be “the fulness of believers elected from 
among the nations.” But Ephraim-Israel was to 
become “‘ the fulness of the nations ’’ themselves, that is, 
“the fulness ” consisting of ‘‘the nations’ as nations— 
the nations as such. 


SUMMATION. 


In view of what has been advanced in this chapter in 
reference to the revealed purpose of God, in reference to 
Ephraim-Israel, is it to be wondered at that Balaam 
should have been inspired to say that they would 
“ dwell alone,” or, as Mr. Wilkinson puts it, ‘‘ separate 
from all other peoples to the end of time? ” 

“Alone!” “‘Separate!’”’ Yes! Yet, as Israel- 
Britain, not in cold, Pharisaic isolation ; but in Divine 
election; in exclusive privilege; in gracious endow- 
ment; in Commonwealth birthright; in universal 
influence ; in lofty purpose; in world-wide Christian 
Mission ; in Millennial brilliance; and in everlasting, 
Divine honour. And all through the free and sovereign 
grace of Jehovah—God the Father, God the Son, and 
God the Holy Ghost ! 
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CHAPTER VIII. 


“ Thy Word ts a lamp unto my feet, 
And a light unto my path.” Psalm 119: 105. 


ISRAEL AND JUDAH. 


There is considerable confusion of thought and 
language among Christian people in general, regarding 
the use of the words “Israel,” “ Jew,” and similar 
terms. 

A FREQUENT MISTAKE. 

It is quite a common thing to hear in the classroom 

and in the pulpit such phrases as these :— 
“The Jews in-Egypt.” 
“ The Exodus of the Jews.” 
“The Jews at Mount Sinai.” 
“When the Jews entered Canaan.” 
“ Twelve Tribes of the Jews.” 

Learned professors, clergy, and ministers, in the most 
extraordinary way, mix up the terms “‘ Israel,” “ Jew,” 
“the House of Israel,” ‘‘ the House of Judah”; and 
they employ these and similar words and phrases as if 
they always referred to one and the same people. 


I—JEWS AND ISRAELITES. 


Multitudes of Christian people are evidently unac- 
quainted with the fact that, according to Biblical history, 
there was not a single “ Jew,” known as such, on the 
face of the earth earlier than six hundred years after the 
death of Moses, or about fifteen hundred years after 
Abraham was born. There were, of course, Hebrews 
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and Israelites long before that time ; but there were no 
Jews. Abraham and Isaac were Hebrews; but they 
were neither Israelites nor Jews. 

The twelve sons of Jacob were Hebrews and Israelites, 
but they were not Jews. The same may be said of 
Moses and Aaron, of the people of the Northern Kingdom, 
of Elijah and Elisha, and even of the people of the 
Kingdom of Judah, in the early part of their history. 


THE IMPORTANCE OF DISCRIMINATION, 


The importance of this matter in our present discussion 
arises from the fact that Mr. Wilkinson and many other 
of the Lord’s devoted servants regard the Jews as the 
representatives of the Twelve Tribes of Israel ; whereas— 
according to the contention of British-Israelites—they 
represent only the two Tribes of the Southern Kingdom. 

The distinction between the Northern Kingdom of the 
Ten Tribes and the Southern Kingdom of the Two Tribes 
of Judah and Benjamin, with Levites, is absolute ; and 
it is of great moment. Without a clear perception of 
this distinction, it is impossible to understand large 
portions of Old Testament history, or to grasp the 
glorious purposes which God has revealed for the future 
of His chosen people. 


Il—THE ORIGIN OF THE TERM “ JEWS.” 


1. The word “‘ Jew,” or “ Judahite,”’ arose in 


connection with the revolt of the Ten Tribes under 
Jeroboam, after the death of Solomon. Up to the 
time of the revolt, the Twelve Tribes formed one united 
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Kingdom, although there had been for a long time a 
distinction and more or less of unfriendliness between the 
Northern and the Southern tribes. 1 Sam. 11: 8; 
2 Sam. 20: 1; 1 Kings 12: 16. 

2. But when the revolt had taken place, it would 
naturally become desirable, after a time, for the inhabi- 
tants of the Southern Kingdom to possess some definite 
title, in order to distinguish them from the inhabitants of 
the Northern Kingdom. Hence, ‘‘ Judahite ” or “‘ Jew,” 
which simply signifies a descendant of the man “ Judah,” 
and then a member of the ‘‘ House of Judah.” 


3. The first time that the word “ Jew” appears in 
the Bible is in 2 Kings 16: 6 :— 
“ At that time Resin, King of Syria, recovered 
Elath to Syria, and drave the Jews from Elath.” 
The word “ Jew” is short for Judahite. It was the 
name given to the people of the Kingdom of Judah, 
which consisted of the tribes of Judah, Benjamin, and 
some Levites. They were distinct and separate from the 
Northern Kingdom—the Ten Tribes. The people of 
both Kingdoms were Hebrews and Israelites ; but only 
_ the people of the Southern Kingdom were Jews—and 
they only in the latter part of their history. 


4. The term “ Jew” next occurs after the lapse of 
_ more than forty years, in the days of Hezekiah :— 


“Then said Eliakim, speak, I pray thee, to thy 
servants in the Syrian language ; for we under- 
stand it: and speak not with us in the Jews’ 
language.” 2 Kings 18: 26. 


5. After this, the term “ Jew” frequently appears in 
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the history of Judah ; and when the Jews returned from 
their seventy years of captivity in Babylon, it became 
their recognised, permanent title. This is confirmed 
by Josephus, the Jewish historian, who wrote about the 
year 70 Anno Domini. This is what he says concerning 
the adoption of the word “ Jews’’ as their national 
title :-— 

“ Jews . . . that is the name they are called 
by from the day that they came up from Babylon ; 
which is taken from the tribe of Judah which 
came first to these places ; and, hence, both they 
and the country gained that appellation.” 
Antiquities IL: Vv. 7. 

6. The Jews and their descendants—as representa- 
tives of the Kingdom of Judah—are, of course, an integral 
part of Israel. But, while all Jews are Israelites, not all 
Israelites are Jews. The terms “ Jew” and “ Jews” 
are restricted in their application to the people of the 
Kingdom of Judah and their descendants. 


III.—THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE TERM 
“ ISRAEL.” 


The term “ Israel ’’ has several meanings. . 

1. It was conferred upon Jacob by God Himself asa 
mark of Divine favour and honour. It signifies “A 
Prince of God.” Gen. 32: 28. 

2. It was conveyed to all the sons of Jacob ; to their 
descendants of the Ten Tribes; to the “ House of 
Israel’ and the ‘‘ House of Judah’’; and, indeed, to 
every member of the Covenant Race. This is the widest 
use of the term, 
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3. Itis the name which was specifically applied to the 
Northern Kingdom after the rending of the one nation 
into the two Kingdoms of Ephraim-Israel and Judah. 
This is the limited or restricted use of the term. 

4. As Dr. Llewellyn Thomas says: “ It is easy to see 
how confusion may arise over the expression ‘ Israel.’ 
It is necessary to determine in which sense it is used in 
any particular passage, whether it means :— 


(x) The whole of the Twelve Tribes ; 

(2) Or the House of Judah alone as being an 
integral part of the Twelve Tribes ; 

(3) Or the Ten-Tribed Kingdom, in its techni- 
cal and restricted sense.”’ 


An important and even a vital question arises at this 
point :— 


IV.—DO THE JEWS REPRESENT THE TEN 
TRIBES ? 


There is no real Biblical or historical evidence of this ; 
and the following factors, practically, negative the 
idea :— 

I. In the revolt under Jeroboam, Judah kept apart. 
They had their own kings. They maintained their own 
religious worship and ceremonial. They guarded their 
own business and national interests, and formed their 
own political alliances—thus proving that the cleavage 
was clearly recognised by the foreign nations by whom 
they were surrounded. In fact, they were a separate 
nation in every respect, as unlikely to be associated in the 
affairs of the Ten Tribes, as the Ten Tribes would have 
- been to welcome their interference. 
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2. When the two Kingdoms—Ephraim-Israel and 
Judah—existed side by side, there was intense rivalry 
between them. They were constantly at war. Hostility 
was a marked feature. After the temporary alliance 
during Ahab’s dynasty, there was again bitter war 
between them, each side calling in the aid of foreign 
powers to help them against the other. 


The cleavage became wider as the years rolled by, and 
the political, national and religious differences became 
more and more acute. Antagonism, not representation, 
was Judah’s attitude ; and that attitude was as bitterly 
reciprocated by the Ten Tribes. Was there anything in 
the Captivities or in the circumstances which was 
likely to allay their mutual animosities? We know of 
nothing. 


3. Asthe Jews, before the Captivities, were, evidently, 
in no sense, the representatives of the Ten Tribes; so 
we look in vain to them to find any signs of a representa- 
tive character to-day. 


If there is any representation at all, we must look for 
it in the opposite direction. It is the Ten Tribes— 
Israel-Britain—who are acting in this capacity; and 
they are representing and befriending their Jewish 
brethren. Ageafter age, Great Britain has sympathised 
with their sorrows, ameliorated their grievances, and 
sought the welfare of their Holy Land. Yea, for many 
years our Houses of Parliament have given them welcome; 
and eminent members of their Community have occupied 
even the highest offices of the British Realm. And we 
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are glad to add that what the British nation has so 
generously done, the “‘ British-Israel-World Federation ” 
and kindred Societies are extending and deepening 
throughout Great Britain’s Universal Empire. 


4. The Jews cannot be the representatives of Ephraim- 
Israel, for they do not possess the signs which were to 
distinguish them; but the British Empire possesses 
every one of those signs; and by those signs she is 
manifested to the world—in a national and official sense, 
along with the United States—as the lineal descendant 
of ancient Ephraim, the Northern Kingdom of the 
Ten Tribes of Israel. 


V.—DID EPHRAIM-ISRAEL MIGRATE INTO 
JUDAH? 


We have seen that many wonderful promises were 
made to Israel both in the Abrahamic and Davidic 
Covenants. And there can be no question that many 
of these promises referred to the Ten Tribes, and to them 
only. But the question arises: Have the Ten Tribes 
ever migrated into Judah in sufficient numbers to consti- 
tute the House of Judah representatives of the Twelve 
Tribes ? ‘ 


Mr. Wilkinson contends that— 
“ The Jewish race, evidently, includes a strong 
representation of the other tribes.” 
Is this contention warrantable? And, if so, does it in 
any way invalidate the British-Israel position ? 
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A REMARKABLE ADMISSION. 


Before dealing with Mr. Wilkinson’s contention, we 
would draw attention to a remarkable admission which 
he makes—an admission which, in our judgment, 
undermines the whole of his position. He says :— 

“This is not to say that the Jewish people are 
the whole seed of Israel, nor that there may not 
be, and doubtless are, a representation of the 
ancient Ten-Tribed Kingdom which shall be 
revealed in God’s good time and re-united 
formally with Judah.” 

Such an admission contains a fundamental principle 
of British-Israel Truth, which is by no means neutralised 
by the qualifying terms which follow it. If once the 
admission be made that there are Israelites outside the 
Jewish race, which may ultimately “be revealed in 
God’s good time and re-united formally with Judah,” 
then there has been surrendered, however unwittingly, 
the keystone of the arch. 


VISITS OF EPHRAIM-ISRAELITES TO JUDAH. 


Did any of the people of the Northern Kingdom, after 
the disruption, migrate into Judah in such numbers as to 
constitute the Jews representatives of the whole of the 
Twelve Tribes? We remark :— 

1. In the case of the priests and Levites, there can be 
no doubt that many of them settled in Judah. They 
were thrown out of office and service in Ephraim-Israel, 
owing to the idolatrous practices which were introduced 
by King Jeroboam, particularly the worship of the 
Golden Calves at Dan and Bethel, 2 Chron, 11; 12-15. 
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2. These were supplemented by a few families from 
the other tribes who happened already to be resident 
within the borders of Judah :— 

“‘ As for the children of Israel which dwelt in 
the cities of Judah, Rehoboam reigned over them.” 
1 Kings 12: 17. 

This, probably, accounts for the presence of Anna the 
prophetess of the tribe of Asher, at Jerusalem, when the 
infant Christ was brought to the Temple to be dedicated. 
Luke 2: 36-38. 

But, for the most part, these Israelites would be the 
Simeonites who dwelt in their seventeen cities. Joshua 
1g: 1-9. Hence the expression, “all Israel in Judah 
and Benjamin.”’ 2Chron. 11: 3. 

That is to say, when the disruption took place under 
Jeroboam, the Simeonites decided to continue to reside 
in Judah, and to throw in their lot with the Judahites, 
who, by and by, were given the name of “ Jews.” 

3. But, while it is evident from 1 Kings 12: 17 that 
certain families of Ephraim-Israel had, before the 
disruption, settled in the land of Judea, it is equally 
evident that their numbers were small and insignificant ; 
and that their migration had in no degree affected the 
national position of the Northern Kingdom. 

4. There can be no doubt that Jerusalem was 
occasionally visited by individual members of the 
Northern Kingdom for special seasons of religious 
worship, and sometimes, conceivably, for family and 
trade reasons. But there is no record in the Bible of the 
Ten Tribes, as such, returning to Judah. Whatever 
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evidence is available confirms the idea of their continued 
separation. 

5. A somewhat general visit to Jerusalem took place 
when, ‘‘ out of all the tribes of Israel,” people “‘ came to 
Jerusalem to sacrifice.” This practice seems to have 
been limited to the short period of “three years.” 
2 Chron. 11: 16-18. 

6. The next general visit to Jerusalem took place in 
connection with the spiritual revival under King Asa. 

“ He gathered all Judah and Benjamin, and the 
strangers with them out of Ephraim and Manasseh 
and” out’ "of ) Simeon (70% in abundance. 
2 Chron. 15: 9-15; 1 Chron. 9: 3. 

But here again it was for a period of special religious 
worship ; and there is nothing to indicate that any of the 
visitors remained as permanent residents. Their des- 
cendants seem to be indicated three hundred and thirty 
years after. 2 Chron. 34: 9. 

Moreover, the texts give no intimation that this 
visit was shared in by the seven unmentioned tribes ; 
nor do they give the faintest indication of the absorp- 
tion of those tribes into Judah. 

4. A similar religious movement took place during 
the reign of Hezekiah. He invited the people of the 
Northern Kingdom to visit Jerusalem to keep the 
Passover. The invitation was scornfully declined by the 
people as a whole; but many from five of the tribes 
responded. They did not, however, settle in Judah ; 
but, after the festival, returned to their own land. 
2 Chron. 30: 1,5, 10, 11-18, 25, 
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8. If any one imagines that after the Passover, the 
visitors of Ephraim-Israel settled down as residents in 
Judah, we would ask him to read the following verse :— 

“ Then all the children of Israel returned, every 
man to his possession, into their own cities.” 
2 Ghron, 32/2) I. 

g. Mr. Wilkinson mentions other passages; but 
they are all explainable on the ground that many 
Israelites paid periodical visits to Jerusalem for the 
purpose of religious worship. 

These gatherings were what we now call Religious 
Conferences—‘‘ Keswick Conventions.’’ They were a 
protest on the part of the godly people against the 
idolatry of both Kingdoms—especially of the Northern 
Kingdom ; and the fact that they were largely the result 
of royal invitation shews that they were only occasional 
and temporary. 

Io. Moreover, it was natural, yea, indeed, probable, 
that the godly remnant of Ephraim-Israel would still 
desire to attend, as often as possible, the Temple services 
at Jerusalem; especially as King Jeroboam and his 
successors were wholly abandoned to idolatry. 

rz. . One of the last things that pious people give up is 
the form of religious worship to which they have been 
accustomed. This was shewn in a remarkable manner in 
our own country during the great Methodist Revival 
under the Wesleys, Whitefield, the Countess of Hunting- 
don and others. For many years after their Societies 
had been formed, thousands of the members resorted to 
the Church of England for the Holy Communion, 
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especially on the days of the great Festivals of the Chris- 
tian year, 

12. The same commendable feature of human nature, 
we venture to think, was manifested by the devout 
persons of Ephraim-Israel ; and the occasional gather- 
ings for religious worship at Jerusalem, in which they so 
gladly participated, furnish no evidence of their per- 
manent migration to Judah. These gatherings were 
probably regarded by them as a substitute for, or as a 
supplement to, or as an accompaniment of, the three great 
religious Festivals which, for centuries, had been held at 
Jerusalem by the command of Jehovah, and which may 
still have been available. 

Up to this point, therefore, in our investigation, we 
have met with no Biblical evidence that at the present 
time or at any previous period, the Jews have ever become 
representatives of the Ten Tribes. Mr. Wilkinson’s 
contention on this point fails to receive the support of 
the Oracles of God. 


VI.—DID EPHRAIM-ISRAEL RETURN WITH 
THE JEWS? 


In B.c. 536 the seventy years’ Captivity of Judah 
came to an end, and about forty-two thousand emanci- 
pated Jews, rejoicing in their God-given liberty, started 
on their long and weary journey to the Holy Land. Did 
the Ten Tribes join them in the gladsome return? Mr. 
Wilkinson says that “‘ they must have done so.”’ Let us 
look calmly, prayerfully, and dispassionately at the 
evidence. 
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1. IT WAS IMPROBABLE. 


I. The two Captivities took place at dates far 
removed from each other. There was a period of one 
hundred and thirty-three years between them. 

2. The two nations—Ephraim-Israel and Judah— 
were carried into captivity to very different destinations. 

“ Ephraim-Israel was taken away to the far 
north-east, to Media, beyond Nineveh, and were 
placed in Halah and Habor and the river Gozan, 
about the south-west of the Caspian sea. The 
Jews were taken to Babylon, quite a different 
region, which was, at least, some hundred miles 
away from the places to which Ephraim-Israel 
was deported’’*—a distance of about five hun- 
dred miles. 

3. Moreover, Ephraim-Israel was carried away by 
King Shalmaneser, the Assyrian. Judah was deported 
by Nebuchadnezzar, King of the Babylonian Empire, 
which had conquered Assyria and had hurled her 
boasted military power into the dust. 

Was there anything in the circumstances of that era— 
an era of world-upheaval, revolution, war and bloodshed 
—which was likely to lead to the unity and fellowship of 
these two enslaved and scattered Communities ? 

4. As to Ephraim-Israel and Judah, we must 
remember the rivalries, ambitions, strife, war, and 
bloodshed which had so largely characterised their 
relationship when, two hundred years before, they 
existed side by side in Palestine. -Even supposing that 
it was possible for them to meet within the vast Chaldean 


* God and my Birthright, p. 20. 
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Empire, was there anything in their Captivities which 
was likely to allay their mutual animosities? The 
probabilities all point the other way. 

5. Further, the national Psalms—137 and 126— 
show how intense was the religious spirit of many of 
the Jews while in Babylon, and during the journey to the 
Promised Land ; and the accounts of their proceedings 
on their arrival cannot but deepen the reader’s impression 
and admiration of that spirit. 

6. For the time being, at all events, the Jews were a 
changed people. But was there any corresponding 
change in Ephraim-Israel? Alas! They were still 
“Lo ‘ammi—not my people”; and they remained so 
for many long-years after, so far as we know. Hence, it 
was in the highest degree improbable that they would 

“sympathise with the religious fervour of the Jews, and 
would accompany them in their return from Babylon 
to Palestine. 

As a matter of fact, even the main body of the Jews 
themselves did not return to Palestine, but remained in 
Babylon. The forty-two thousand who did return were 
scarcely representative of Judah; and, certainly, they 
were not representative of Ephraim-Israel. 


2. THE EVIDENCE OF THE JEWISH HISTORIAN. 


Josephus, who wrote about the year 70 A.D., makes a 
statement which must carry great weight. He was a 
Jew, and loyal to Jewish history and traditions, with 
which he was intimately acquainted. Moreover, he had 
“no axe to grind’”’—no national theory to support. 
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Therefore, he had no motive either for exaggeration or 
suppression. His testimony on the point is unimpeach- 
able. This is what he wrote :— 


“The Ten Tribes did not return to Palestine ; 
only Two Tribes served the Romans aftér Pales- 
tine became a Roman province.” Antig. 11.5: 2. 


3. THE EVIDENCE OF THE APOCRYPHA. 


I. Very important evidence is furnished by the book 
of Esdras, which, as is generally agreed, was written by 
the same author as the book of Ezra. Although not in 
the Canon of Holy Scripture, its history is perfectly 
reliable. It tells of the escape of the main body of the 
Ten Tribes from beyond the Euphrates to Ar-Sareth, a 
region in the South of Russia, north-west of Assyria. 


2. This escape took place at the time when the great 
Assyrian Empire was falling before the new world empire 
of Babylon; and it occurred about one hundred years 
after their main deportation—about thirty years before 
Judah’s Captivity, and about one hundred years before 
Judah’s return from Babylon to Jerusalem. 


“At the time when the Jews returned, the main body of 
the Ten Tribes were in Ar-Sareth, over a thousand miles 
from Babylon. This is the passage from the book of 
Esdras :— 

““ These are the Ten Tribes which were carried 
away prisoners out of their own land in the time of 
Hoshea the King, whom Shalmaneser, the King of 
Assyria, led away captive ; and he carried them 


over the waters; and so they came into another 
land. 
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“But they took counsel among themselves 
that they would leave the multitude of the 
heathen, and go forth into a far country where 
never mankind dwelt, that they might there keep 
their statutes which they had never kept in this 
land. 

“ And they entered into the Euphrates by the 
narrow passages of the river. For the Most High 
then showed wonders for them, and held still the 
flood, till they were passed over. For through 
that country was a great way to go, namely of.a 
year and a half; and the same region was called 
Ar-Sareth. Then dwelt they there till the latter 
time. 

‘““ And now, when they shall begin to come, the 
Highest shall stay again the springs of the stream 
that they may go through.”’* 

In the presence of this statement of Ezra, it is hopeless 
for any one to contend that the Ten Tribes joined the 
thousands of Judah when they returned from Babylon 
to Palestine. 

Hitherto, however, we have dealt only with the pro- 
babilities of the case and with outside testimonies. The 
intelligent reader will now be asking: “‘ What saith the 
Scripture?” Hence, we gladly call attention to its clear 
and decisive evidence. 

4, THE EVIDENCE OF THE HOLY SCRIPTURES ? 

Well, the Holy Scriptures can never contradict histori- 
cal fact, any more than they can contradict true science. 
And it will be found, on careful examination, that in the 
matter under consideration, the historical fact is amply 
confirmed by the Bible. 

* Antig VI. 5, sec. 2. 
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1. Inz Kings, 17: 23, we read as follows :-— 


“ So was Israel carried away out of their own 
land to Assyria unto this day.” 


Now, it is generally agreed that the books of Kings 
were written or compiled by Ezra. But whether he was 
the author or only the compiler, he made himself respon- 
sible for the statement that, up to the time of his public 
ministry, the Ten Tribes were still far away in Assyria. 


2. InizChronicles 5: 26, we find Ezra using exactly 
the same expression concerning the Reubenites, the 
Gadites and the half tribe of Manasseh. They comprised 
the first section of the captives taken to Assyria. Ezra 
tells us that they were there “ unto this day.” 

But it is in the books of Ezra and Nehemiah, that we 
should naturally expect the clearest and fullest informa- 
tion. To these let us now turn. 


3. In Ezra: 5, the returning tribes are specified in 
the following terms :— 

“ Then rose up the heads of fathers’ houses of 
Judah and Benjamin and the priests and the 
Levites, even all whose spirit God had stirred to 
go up to build the house of the Lord which is in 
Jerusalem.” 

No other tribes are mentioned. It was noble of these 
“fathers ’’ to set such an example; and their example 
was followed by others of the two tribes who were not 
among the “ fathers,’ but whose spirit God had stirred 
to join in the loyal enterprise. He desired no others. 


4. In Ezra 2: 1, there is a most important state- 
ment :— 
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“Now these are the children of the province 
that went up out of the Captivity, of those which 
had been carried away, whom Nebuchadnezzar 
had carried away unto Babylon, and came again 
to Jerusalem and Judah, every one to his own 
city.” 

This verse makes four things perfectly clear :-— 

(x) That the word “ Captivity ”—not captivi- 
ties or provinces—restricts the text to the 
Babylonish Captivity—that of the Jews. There- 
fore, the Assyrian Captivity is excluded. 

(2) That those who returned to Jerusalem 
were those whom Nebuchadnezzar, seventy years 
before, had carried away from Jerusalem ; 

(3) That all those who returned belonged to the 
Kingdom of Judah—the Southern Kingdom ; 

(4) That, therefore, Ephraim-Israel—the 
Northern Kingdom—were not among those who 
returned. 


The second of the above four points is fully confirmed 
by Ezra 5: 11, 12, and Neh. 7: 6. 

5. In Ezra 4: 1, the returning tribes are again 
mentioned—namely, “ Judah and Benjamin.” The 
verse reads thus :— ‘ 

“Now, when the adversaries of Judah and 
Benjamin heard that the children of the Captivity 
builded the temple unto the Lord God of Israel,”’ 
Cie: 

No other tribes are mentioned but these two—Judah 
and Benjamin. 

6. In Ezra Io: 9, again, the same two tribes, and 
they only, are mentioned :— 


“Then all the men of Judah and Benjamin 
gathered themselves within three days.” 
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As Dr. Llewellyn Thomas truly remarks :-— 


“Not once in the book of Ezra is any tribe of 
Israel mentioned or listed. The matter is very 
clear. In the book of Nehemiah exactly the same 
thing is found. None of the Ten Tribes are 
mentioned ; only those of Judah and Benjamin 
and Levi are named. The evidence of these two 
writers is plain enough as to what tribes did 
return.” 


7. In Zechariah 10: 6-9, which was written eighteen 
years after the Jews had returned from Babylon, the 
prophet shews that, at the time he wrote, the two Houses 
of Ephraim-Israel and Judah were still separate. 

As regards Ephraim-Israel, he predicts that they 
would :— 

“Turn again”’ to the Lord. 
“ Rejoice in the Lord.” 
“Remember Him in far countries.” 

He states also very definitely that :— 

God would “‘ hear them.” 

He would “ gather them.” 

He would “ restore them.” 

He would “‘ increase ’”’ them. 

He would make them “ mighty.” 
He would be “ the Lord their God.” 

Surely, these passages indicate that the separation 
still continued ; that the time for the reunion of Ephraim- 
Israel and Judah had not yet arrived; but that in God’s 
own time, through Divine mercy, the reunion would 
take place. 


8. The Jews, even to this day, believe themselves to 
be of the Tribes of Judah and Benjamin only—with 
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Levites. On the Day of the New Year and the Day of 
Atonement, they use in their prayer Jeremiah 31: 20, 
and pray that Ephraim may be discovered and may be 
reunited with them. 


MR. WILKINSON’S OBJECTIONS. 


Objection 1—A QUESTION OF HISTORY. 


Mr. Wilkinson says that :— 


“The Israel tribes must have returned with 
Judah seeing that the returned captives are 
actually described as ‘ all Israel.’” 


We reply that :— 

I. The books of Ezra and Nehemiah which record in 
considerable fulness of detail the return from Babylon, 
never mention the Ten Tribes. The only tribes which 
they mention are the tribes of Judah and Benjamin— 
with Levites. If the Ten Tribes had joined them in 
returning, would not Ezra and Nehemiah have gladly 
and specifically recorded the fact ? 


2. Josephus gives very decisive testimony on the 
point. He says :— 


“So Ezra read the Epistles of Xerxes at Baby- 
lon to those Jews that were there. . . . Many of 
them took their effects with them and came to 
Jerusalem ; but then the entire body of the people 
of Israel remained im that country; wherefore, 
there are but two tribes in Asia and Europe subject 
to the Romans, while the Ten Tribes are beyond 
the Euphrates till now, and are an twmmense 
multitude.” 


ce 


The phrase “all Israel’ is a technical term often 
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excluding Judah; referring sometimes to “all Israel” 
apart from Judah, and to a remnant Israel in Judah like 
the Simeonites. 


Objection 2.—A QUESTION OF SACRED RITUAL. 


It is a very impressive fact, as Mr. Wilkinson intimates 
in this Objection that, when Judah and Benjamin had 
completed the erection of the Temple, and when the 
sacred edifice was being publicly dedicated to God, the 
priests offered a sacrifice for the Twelve Tribes of Israel :— 


“The priests offered for a sin-offering for all 
Israel, twelve he goats, according to the number of 
the tribes of Israel.” Ezra6: 17. 
From this sacred incident Mr. Wilkinson infers that 
there “must ” have been considerable numbers of the 
Ten Tribes present at the time of the sacrifice. 


Our reply is as follows :— 


1. The presentation of “a sin offering” for the 
Twelve Tribes does not prove that the Ten Tribes were 
there, or that they were largely represented ; especially 
in view of the fact that the inspired books of Ezra and 
Nehemiah mention only the tribes of Judah and Ben- 
jamin—with Levites. 

The rupture in the Kingdom did not affect religious 
ceremonies ; and so there is no proof in Ezra 6: 17 that 
all the Twelve Tribes were present. 

Elijah, in his conflict with the priests of Baal ‘‘ took 
twelve stones, according to the number of the tribes of 
the sons of Jacob..... and with the stones he built 
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an altar in the Name of Jehovah.” But the Twelve 
Tribes were not there. 1 Kings 18: 31, 32. 


2. When we recall the circumstances, we shall find no 
difficulty in appreciating the spiritual instincts which 
led the House of Judah and the priests and Levites to 
think tenderly of their absent brethren who were still in 
the bondage of their Captivity. 


3. As Dr. D. J. Burrell, the eminent American divine, 
has said :— 

“‘ There is something pathetic in the mention of 
these ‘ twelve he goats for all Israel.’ Ten of the 
Twelve Tribes, having cut themselves loose from 
their brethren, had little or no part in the building 
of this Temple ; but they were remembered ; and 
a place in the ‘ sin-offering ’ was sacredly reserved 
for them. It was as when mothers set vacant 
chairs for their absent, wayward sons on Thanks- 
giving Day.” 

4. It was natural that on such a joyous occasion 
everything should be done to emphasise the idea of the 
unity of the chosen Race. 


5. A “sin offering’ for the whole Race was very 
appropriate, seeing how grievously both the House of 
Israel and the House of Judah had sinned against the 
Lord. 


6. But is there not another reason, and one equally 
as profound as any that have been hitherto mentioned? 
During the Captivity, the Jews had been effectually 
cured of their idolatry; and now, with the Temple 
erected, the priests were restoring the national forms of 
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worship as laid down by Jehovah, in the sacred books of 
Moses. 

They would remember that at the dedication of the 
altar of the Tabernacle, in the wilderness of Sinai, long 
ago, the number “ twelve ’’ occurs frequently in connec- 
tion with the sacrifices. For instance: we read of 
“ Twelve bullocks,” ‘‘ twelve rams,” “‘ twelve lambs ”’ ; 
and then “ twelve kids of the goats for a sin offering.” 
Num. 7: 87. 

Why all these “twelves”? The answer is evident. 
There was a “sin offering’ for each of the Twelve 
Tribes. 

And, therefore, the priests, returning from Babylon 
with the forty-two thousand of their brethren, desiring 
to obey the Divine order, and to be in line with the 
ceremonies of the ancient Tabernacle, offered ‘‘ twelve ”’ 
he goats for the Twelve Tribes of Israel, although Ten 
Tribes were still in bondage, far away in heathen lands. 
They looked eagerly forward, doubtless, to the time 
when the whole of Israel would be reunited in the Land 
of their fathers—the Holy Land; and their “ sin offer- 
ing ” for the absent Tribes was not only an atonement 
for them, but also a token of their own faith that some 
day the glorious Reunion would take place. 

Later on, we shall consider the prophecies concerning 
the reunion of the two Houses of Ephraim-Israel and 
Judah. That reunion is still in the future ; and what a 
glorious future it will be! When the time arrives— 
as the prophets Hosea, Jeremiah, Ezekiel and Amos 
indicate—Ephraim-Israel is to be :— 
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A countless number. 

Nationally, the “ sons of the living God.” 
(A Christian people, under the New 
Covenant). 

Multiplied exceedingly in the land. 

Dwelling in the land ‘‘ for ever.” 

Under a King of David’s line, 


SUMMATION. 


The evidence of the Scriptures is overwhelming. There 
is not a particle of evidence to shew that the Jews of 
to-day arévother than the House of Judah, or that they 
represent the Twelve Tribes. The evidence is clear that 
Ephraim-Israel did not join the Jews. 

This being so, the Ten-Tribed Kingdom must be 
somewhere, enjoying the wonderful promises made to it 
in the Scriptures. To quote Dr. Neubauer in the 
Jewish Chronicle :— 

“Tf, as you Christians say, the Christ has come, 
then the House of Joseph ought to be manifest ; 
and what you have got to do is to find the people 
who represent them.” 

It is the reverent and gladsome conviction of British- 
Israelites that the national and official descendants of 
the House of Joseph are found in the Anglo-Saxon 
Race, and particularly in the world-wide British Empire. 
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CHAPTER IX. 


“ Then said God, Call his name Lo-ammi: for ye are not 
my people, and I will not be your God.” Hoseat: 9. 


“LO-AMMI ’”—“ NOT MY PEOPLE.” 


Mr. Wilkinson allots ten pages to the above subject, 
five of which he generously devotes to extracts from 
British-Israel literature, and five to a dissertation from 
his own pen. He is a conspicuously fair critic. 

He says, quite truly, that British-Israelites— 


“Seek to establish the thesis that the Ten- 
Tribed Kingdom of Israel—divorced temporarily, 
from Judah in 976 B.c.—has been brought into 
the enjoyment of great material and political 
power during the Christian Era, and is to be 
identified with Great Britain.” 

The question at issue could not be more fairly stated. 


Let us trace the historical development. 


I.—EPHRAIM-ISRAEL’S APOSTASY. 


There is no difference of opinion as to this appalling 
fact. The evidence is too clear and complete to permit 
of it. 

I. Politically, the national apostasy began with the 
revolt or disruption, and by the appointing of the godless 
Jeroboam as King. But, alas! the seeds of personal 
apostasy had long been growing in the hearts of the 
people and of their leaders. 


2. At first the apostasy did not consist so much in 
open idolatry as in rebellion of heart against God. But 
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Jeroboam soon led the nation down the slippery, idola- 
trous path. To prevent the people from going to Jerusa- 
lem to worship, he made two golden calves, and placed 
one at Bethel and the other at Dan; and he issued his 
blasphemous proclamation :— 

“ Behold thy gods, O Israel, which brought 
thee up out of the land of Egypt.” 1 Kings 12: 28. 

3. He dismissed the appointed priests, and gave their 
positions to “ the lowest of the people.” The populace 
to a large extent, consented ; and, ere long, the nation 
was abandoned to idolatry, until the patience of the 
Lord was well-nigh exhausted. Still, He sent them 
prophets to warn them; and, in particular, the brave 
Elijah and the pleading Elisha. But all was in vain. 
Hence, we read :— 

“The Lord was very angry with Israel, and 
removed them out of His sight. There was none 
left but the tribe of Judah only.”—that is to say, 
the House of Judah. 2 Kings 17: 18. 

4. But God was behind, and in, the division of the 
Kingdom into two Houses; and He commanded 
Rehoboam not to attempt its reunion, saying unto him, 
“ This thing is from me.”’ 1 Kings 12; 24. And one of 
the Ten Tribes, namely, Benjamin, was loaned for a 
time to the House of Judah, in order, it was said, that— 

“ David, my servant, may have a lamp alway 
before me in Jerusalem.”’ 1 Kings 11: 36. 

5. As the years rolled on, the population of Ephraim- 
Israel appears to have diminished to a most serious 
extent, thus lowering their military power and influence, 
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It cannot be too clearly understood that the essence of 
idol worship found its expression in immoral practices of 
the grossest type. This is a subject upon which we do not 
wish to linger. Suffice it to say that such habits of 
life do not tend to growth of population, but arrest it. 


6. Moreover, lest the Ten Tribes, in the first days of 
the disruption, should outweigh the Two Tribes, the 
Almighty devoted five hundred thousand of their 
warriors to destruction in the days of Jeroboam. 2 
Chron. 13: 17. Thus was fulfilled the prediction that 
they should be ‘‘ few in number ”’ ; which fact, however, 
does not controvert Hosea’s prophecy of subsequent 
restoration, multiplicity and multitudinousness. Deut. 
28362); Hos. 1: ro. 


Il.—EPHRAIM-ISRAEL’S BANISHMENT. 


1. The last historical incident which is recorded in 
the Old Testament concerning Ephraim-Israel is the 
following :— 

“So was Israel carried away out of their own 
land to Assyria, unto this day.”” 2 Kings 17: 13. 

Here Biblical history leaves them; but Biblical 

prophecy follows their footsteps far into the future. 


2. How completely Ephraim-Israel was banished 
will be evident from the inspired words which were 
applied to them in the book of the prophet Hosea, which 
deals almost entirely with Ephraim-Israel. 

It is interesting to read the following foot-note in 
Scofields’ Bible :— 
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‘“‘ Tsrael, in Hosea, means the Ten Tribes form- 
ing the Northern Kingdom, as distinguished from 
‘ Judah ’—the tribes of Judah and Benjamin— 
forming the Southern Kingdom, which adhered 
to the Davidic family.” x Kings 12: 1-21. 


Under the figure of marriage, the following words are 
applied to Ephraim-Israel by the prophet Hosea :— 


“ Jezreel.”” Scattered. Hos.) 2am 
“ Lo-Ruhamah.” Unpitied. Hos. 1: 6. 
“ Lo-Ammi.”’ Not my people. Hos. 1: 9. 
“Not my wife.” Hos, | 23 
“ Bill of divorcement.”’ jer. Sem 
“ Sold for their trans- 
gressions.”’ Isa. 50: I. 
“ Outcasts of Israel.” Isa. 2E Sa 


What an awful implication of sin! And what a black 
catalogue of sorrows these words of banishment reveal ! 


III.—SOME RESULTS OF EPHRAIM-ISRAEL’S 
BANISHMENT. 


They had lost :— 


1. The Holy Land.—Hundreds of miles away, with 
deserts, mountains and waters separating them from 
Palestine, they had forfeited the Land of Promise with 
all its sacred memories and the hopes which were 
enshrined in their glorious prophecies. 


2. Their Religion —There was nothing now to remind 
them of the Mosaic economy with its sacred Temple, its 
impressive services, its antiphonal choirs, its lofty 
psalms, and its prophetical guidance, warnings. and 
consolations. 
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3. Thew Identity —Breathing the atmosphere of 
heathenism, without any remedial influences; merged 
into heathen life—its religious ignorance, its false 
principles of conduct, its strifes, cruelties, wars and 
bloodshed, its low standards of morality and righteous- 
ness ;—is it to be wondered at that thus surrounded for 
centuries by the world, the flesh and the devil, they 
became like the heathen, practically Gentilised, forget- 
ting their language, their name and their origin, and 
becoming, what our blessed Lord called, ‘‘ the lost sheep 
of the House of Israel.” 

No words can express and no mind can conceive the 
depth of the pit into which Ephraim-Israel had sunk, 
through carelessly and recklessly following the godless 
counsels of Jeroboam. And well might the Bible hold 
up that monarch’s name to universal execration as that 
of “ Jeroboam that made Israel to sin.” 


IV.—EPHRAIM-ISRAEL’S RESTORATION. 


1, MERCY FORETOLD. 


Was mercy ever to be extended to Ephraim-Israel ? 
Yes ! For our God is ‘‘ plenteous in mercy ” ; and many 
years before the Captivity, the promise of mercy had 
been made. In the ‘‘ Appointed Place’”’ of Refuge, 
“in the Wilderness,” ‘in the Isles of the sea ’—the 
British Isles—the fullness of mercy was to be manifested 
to God’s repentant and returning people. Instead of 
Oy N5 lo’-ammi, “ not my people,” it was to be 
‘WS 'ishi, “My husband.” Hosea 2: 14-16, 
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2. RESTORATION PROMISED. 


Ephraim-Israel’s restoration was to be as complete as 
her banishment had been. The words of Divine mercy 
warm our hearts with gratitude ; for in the very next 
verse to that in which Jehovah says to them, “ ye are not 
my people and I will not be your God,” he inspires his 
prophet to write :— 

“Yet the number of the children of Israel shall 
be as the sand of the sea, which cannot be mea- 
sured nor numbered ; and it shall come to pass 
that, in the place where it was said unto them, 
Ye are not my people, there it shall be said unto 
them. Ye are the sons of the living God. 

“ And the children of Judah and the children of 
Israel shall be gathered together, and they shall 
appoint themselves one head and shall go up from 
the land: for great shall be the day of Jezreel. 

“Say ye unto your brethren, Amm1 ”’—that is, 
My people; “ and to your sisters, Ruhamah ”— 
that is, That hath obtained mercy.” Hos. 
Piso ar sa >) Gy 

Several importaut points are evident from this 
passage in reference to Ephraim-Israel :— 


1. The“ land ” which is referred to—as the Speaker’s 
Commentary remarks—is not Palestine, but the land of 
their exile. 


2. There they were to become multitudinous, “as 
the sand of the sea ”’ for number. 


3. There they were to become, in a national sense, 
“the sons of the living God.” 


4. And all this was to take place before the reunion 
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with the House of Judah, and before the Palestinian 
Restoration. 


5. This part of the subject has been briefly set forth 
by the Right Rev. Bishop Titcomb, as follows :— 


“ Thus it appears that, although the Ten Tribes 
were never to be restored to their Old Covenant, 
but were to be cast out into captivity as heathen ; 
yet they should find God in that captivity, and be 
restored to Him by some other means—that is, 
through the New Covenant, within which they 
should obtain salvation, but only as Christian 
believers, not because they were Israelites after 
the flesh.” 


6. The testimony of Hosea as to the distinction 
between the two Houses; also as to the apostasy, 
banishment, restoration and multitudinousness of 
Ephraim-Israel, is confirmed by the prophets Jeremiah 
and Isaiah. The Speaker’s Commentary on Isaiah 7: 8 
is as follows :— 


“ Ephraim was soon to be cut off ‘ from being a 
people.’ It should lose its name, and be scattered 
across the Gentile world—not, however, to perish ; 
but—in accordance with that mysterious oracle, 
Genesis 48: 16-19—to ‘ multiply like fish in the 
midst of the earth’ and to become ‘ the fulness of 
the nations.’ ”’ 


7. These prophets also confirm Hosea as to the bles- 
sings on Ephraim-Israel and the union of the two 
Houses being premillennial. Jeremiah 3: 18 is a very 
important verse, concerning which Bishop Titcomb 
says :-— 

“The right translation of the preposition is 
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important :—‘ They shall walk to the House of 
Israel.’ Isvael is represented as the first to 
repent, and Judah must go to her, in order that 
they may come together back to the Holy Land ; 
divided no longer into Jews and Israelites, but 
merged into one people.” 


V.—THE PROPHET HOSEA AND THE APOSTLES. 


1. It is most interesting to observe that the terms 
which were employed by Hosea to indicate the conversion 
of the Ten Tribes, are the very words which St. Paul uses 
to describe the calling of the Gentiles :— 


“* As He saith also in Hosea, 
I will call that my people, which was not my 
people ; 
And her beloved, which was not beloved. 
And it shall be, that in the place where it was 
said unto them, 
Ye are not my people, 
There shall they be called the sons of the 
living God.” Rom. 9: 25, 26. 


z. Why does the Apostle Paul give such an exact 
translation of the prediction? For the simple reason 
that both he and Hosea were writing about the same 
people—the Ten Tribes—and about the same glorious 
event. Only, St. Paul writes concerning the Ten Tribes 
after they shall—as Gentilised Ephraim-Israel—have 
been actually welcomed by Jehovah under “ the bond 
of the Covenant ’’—the New Covenant of Grace. 


3. A somewhat similar reference is found also in 
1 Peter 2: 9, 10. This Epistle is addressed to the 
“* Diaspora ” which is the exact equivalent of “ Jezreel,” 
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These “Sojourners of the Dispersion’ were acknow- 
ledged by the Jews to be Abraham’s lineal, yet Gentilised, 
seed ; for they said :— 


“Will He go to the Dispersion among the 
Greeks, and teach the Greeks? ’—that is the 
Gentiles. John 7 : 35. 


4. Addressing these Israelites of the Ten-Tribed 
House, St. Peter says :-— 

“Ye are an elect race, a royal priesthood, a 
holy nation, a people for God’s own possession ; 
that ye may shew forth the excellencies of Him 
who called you out of darkness into His marvel- 
lous light ; which in time past were no people ”— 
Lo-ammi— but now are the people of God; 
which had not obtained mercy, but now have 
obtained mercy.”* 


5. Thus we see, as Bishop Titcomb remarks, that 
although these members of Ephraim-Israel had not 
obtained mercy under the Old Covenant, yet under the 
New Covenant, as ‘‘the lost sheep of the House of 
Israel,’’ they had found refuge and salvation in the fold 
of the Good Shepherd, the Lord Jesus Christ. 


VI.—EPHRAIM-ISRAEL’S COLONIAL 
DOMINIONS. 


We have seen that Ephraim-Israel was to become 
multitudinous ‘‘ as the dust of the earth,” “ as the stars 
of heaven,” and “‘ as the sand on the sea-shore.”’ 


* See Matt. 4: 13-16, and Isa. 9: 1-3, referring to 
Ephraim-Israel. 


Eis Si 
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THE CALL FOR EXPANSION. 


But, in the prophecies of Isaiah, the idea of multipli- 
city of seed is carried much further, and the idea of 
Colonial Expansion distinctly appears :— 


““ The children of thy bereavement shall yet say 
in thine ears: The place is too strait for me; give 
place.to me that I may dwell.” 


“For thou shall spread abroad on the right 
hand and on the left ; and thy seed shall possess 
the nations, and make the desolate cities to be 
inhabited.” Isa. 49: 20; 51 and 3. 


These verses suggest several thoughts :— 


1. They cannot with any fairness be interpreted 
figuratively and spiritually, as if they referred to the 
Church. . 


2. They indicate the settled and prosperous condition 
of Ephraim-Israel as a nation—possessing a vast 
population, expanding at home and extending their 
influence and authority to distant parts of the earth. 


3. They have never had any fulfilment in the history 
of the Jews. Indeed, the history of the Jews is a direct 
negative of every point which is implied in these verses. 


4. But if Ephraim-Israel is another name for Israel- 
Britain and her universal Empire, then in her vast 
population, her immense Colonial territory, her great 
wealth, her military and naval supremacy, we behold 
with amazement, and gratitude the complete fulfilment 
of these Divine prophecies. 
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VII.—ISRAEL-BRITAIN’S EMPIRE. 


1. ITS MAGNITUDE. 


Many persons have no conception of the magnitude of 
the British Empire. It will amaze them to learn from 
Whitaker’s Year Book that :— 


“ The British Empire occupies over one-quarter 
of the known surface of the globe; and its 
population exceeds one-quarter of the estimated 
number of the human race.” 


The Table of Area and Population, which appears in 
the next Chapter, will enable the reader to grasp the 
idea of the stupendous greatness with which the Almighty 
has favoured and honoured the Anglo-Saxon Race. May 
it also lead us as an Empire to abase ourselves before 
Him; to confess our unfaithfulness; to realise our 
obligations and responsibilities; and humbly, in 
dependence upon Him, to endeavour to fulfil our sacred 
mission ! 

2. HOW TO ACCOUNT FOR IT? 

I. The British Empire is by far the largest which the 

world has ever beheld. 


2. Out of every four persons on the face of the earth, 
one is a subject of the British Empire, either in Great 
Britain, her Dominions, her Colonies, her Protectorates, 
or Spheres of Influence. 


3. Ifthe glorious predictions which the Bible contains 
concerning Ephraim-Israel are not being fulfilled in the 
British Empire, is there any likelihood that they will be 
fulfilled in any other nation ? 
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4. Those predictions must be fulfilled, both literally 
and spiritually ; for God is faithful to His Word. 

5. How can the prosperity, multiplicity, and world- 
wide regal and influential authority of our little Island be 
accounted for, except upon some such Divine interposi- 
tion, mission, purpose and equipment as British-Israel 
Truth postulates ? 


MR. WILKINSON’S OBJECTIONS. 


Objection 1.—A QUESTION OF PROPHETIC APPLICATION. 


Mr. Wilkinson contends that as the House of Judah 
had also sunk into idolatry, ‘ ‘it is a false conception to 
make the prediction of temporary divorce from God 
apply only to one section of the people,” namely, the 
Ten Tribes. 


The reply to this is as follows :— 

1. Although God, as Mr. Wilkinson says, rebuked 
all the Twelve Tribes for their idolatry—as recorded in 
Deuteronomy 32: 21—that could not prevent Him from 
specially rebuking a large section of them at a later date. 

z. A father may rebuke the whole of his large family, 
say, in January; and yet, in December, he may more 
severely rebuke a section of them for the repetition of the 
same offence which all committed twelve months before. 

3. Six hundred years had elapsed since the rebuke of 
the Twelve Tribes, as recorded in Deuteronomy 32: 21. 
The disruption of the Nation had taken place. Ephraim- 
Israel was now a separate Kingdom, and was abandoned 
to the grossest idolatry. Therefore, a striking condem- 
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nation was necessary, in terms of specific significance, 
which applied to them alone. 


4. This objection of Mr. Wilkinson would tend to 
negative the distinction between Ephraim-Israel and the 
Jews—a distinction, however, which he fully acknow- 
ledges on several pages of his treatise. 


5. The fact is, the Northern and the Southern King- 
doms were separated, and God treated them as such. 
Judah’s Captivity was predicted to last for seventy 
years. Mr. Wilkinson recognises that prophecy and that 
fulfilment as specific and literal. Why not accept as 
equally specific and literal the banishment and restoration 
of Ephraim-Israel ? 


Objection 2.—A QUESTION OF GENTILISATION. 


1. Did Ephraim-Israel become Gentilised? Mr. 
Wilkinson says “‘not.”’ Well, viewed from the Divine 
standpoint, as God’s prophets applied to them such words 
as are given in the second section of this Chapter ; and, 
in particular, as they are described as “divorced,” 
“outcasts of Israel ’’; and as God Himself calls them 
“not my people,”’—they became, tpso facto, as goyim. 

There were only two races in the Mind of God—His 
chosen people, and the nations outside. When Ephraim- 
Israel were ‘‘ divorced ”’ by Jehovah, they became practi- 
cally in their relation to Him as Gentiles. 


2. As to their actual condition, when they lost their 


language, their name, their religion and their identity, 
they became to all appearances Gentiles. They acted as 
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such ; were treated as such: and were written of as 
such. 


Objection 8.—IS ISRAEL “‘ THE CHURCH ? ”” 


1. Mr. Wilkinson, referring to the passages which 
we have mentioned in the Epistle to the Romans and in 
that of St. Peter, refers the whole matter to ‘“‘ the 
believing Church of Christ,’’ whom he calls “ the newly- 
formed people, whose displacement of Israel for a time ” 
has taken place. 

God forbid that we should write one word to belittle 
the Church of Christ, which ‘‘ He has purchased with 
His own. Blood.’’ But the Church does not, in the 
purposes of God, “ displace’ Ephraim-Israel. Nor is 
the New Testament Church occupying the position of a 
“parenthesis.” Each of these great Communities, has 
its own position and its own work to do. 

On this point, we would commend to Mr. Wilkinson 
the solemn words of the late Right Rev. Bishop Ryle :— 


“T believe it is high time for the Church of 
Christ to awake out of its sleep about Old Testa- 
ment prophecy. From the time of the Old 
Fathers, Jerome and Origen, down to the present 
day men have gone on in a pernicious habit of 
spiritualising the words of the prophets until 
their true meaning has been well nigh buried. ... . 
The rejection of Israel was literal; so also will 
be the restoration. .... I think we have made 
great mistakes, and it is high time that we should 
confess it..... Will you dare to tell the 
unconverted Jew that Zion, Jerusalem, Jacob, 
Judah, Ephraim, Israel, do not mean what they 
seem to mean, but mean the Church of Christ ? ” 
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2. There is no evidence in Holy Scripture that God 
has suspended the operation of His promises to Ephraim- 
Israel until the Church of Christ shall have been gathered 
in. On the contrary, as the New Testament is the 
unfolding and the expanding of the truth which is 
enfolded in the Old Testament, so the Church of the New 
Testament is the unfolding and the development of the 
Church as foreshadowed in the pages of the Old Testa- 
ment. 


3. The Christian Church is not a parenthesis but a 
continuation ; not merely a relationship, but a developed 
spiritual identity. Hence, the great sacrificial offerings 
of the Old Testament are fulfilled in the Divine Anti-Type 
—our blessed Redeemer: the doctrines of the Old 
Testament are interpreted and expounded in the Gospels 
and in the Epistles ; and, indeed, while the entire posi- 
tion and fellowship of godly men in relation to “ the 
God of all grace”’ are transformed and sublimed to a 
‘higher plane of spirituality, communion, and glory, 
nevertheless, the Church of the two Dispensations is 
essentially one and the same. 


4. There is, therefore, no relation of antagonism nor 
of “displacement ’’ between Ephraim-Israel and the 
Church ; nor can Ephraim-Israel rightly be spoken of as 
“the Church.” Nationally restored by the Covenant of 
Grace, they are now no longer Lo’-‘ammi ; but ‘ammi and 
“4shi—‘‘ my people!” “‘my husband!” No longer 
“divorced’’ and ‘‘cast out’; but restored and 
re-betrothed. 
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SUMMATION. 


Once more the words of the ancient Psalmist come 
floating down the ages ; but with a wider and a deeper 
significance, as they tell of Ephraim-Israel’s deliverance 
from a more than Egyptian bondage, and of their national 
restoration to the favour and blessing of the Lord of 
Hosts :— 

“When Israel went out of Egypt, the House of 
Jacob from a people of strange language, Judah 
was His Sanctuary and Israel His Dominion.” 
y Siar an Ne sa 

That “ Dominion ”’ is found to-day in Israel-Britain 
and her world-wide Empire; and the time is not far 
distant when this glorious fact will be generally recognised 
by the leaders in the Church. Then once more will arise 
to God the Song of the Red Sea deliverance, in anticipa- 
tion of the united and final Palestinian-Restoration of 
Ephraim-Israel and Judah :— 

“Who is like unto Thee, O Jehovah, among the 
gods? Who is like Thee, glorious in holiness, 
fearful in praises, doing wonders? Thou in Thy 
mercy hast led forth the people which Thou hast 
redeemed: Thou hast guided them in Thy 
strength unto Thy Holy Habitation. Sing ye to 
Jehovah, for He hath triumphed gloriously.” 
HX. 16: 11,/13,' 21. 
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CHAPTER X. 


“ God is our Refuge and Strength, 
A very present Help in trouble.” Psalm 46: 1. 


THE PROMISE OF “THE GATE.” 


We come now to a subject which Mr. Wilkinson may 
well describe as “‘ another pillar of the British-Israel 
position.” Amongst the promises made to Abraham, 
this one is of great importance :— 


“ Thy seed shall possess the gate of his enemies.” 
Gen, 22::) 17. 


I1.—THE IMPORTANCE OF THE PROMISE. 


I. It was accompanied by the Oath of Jehovah :— 


“By myself have I sworn, saith Jehovah.” 
Gen. 22: 16. 


.2. It was given as a reward for a special act of 
obedience and self-sacrifice :— 
“Because thou hast not withheld thy son, 
thine only son. . . . thy seed shall possess the 
gate of his enemies.’”’ Gen. 22: 16-18. 

3. Surely, a promise which was made under such 
solemn circumstances, must have been deemed to be of 
great importance by Jehovah Himself, and must also 
have been considered to be of special value by Abraham 
to whom the promise was made. 


II.—EPHRAIM-ISRAEL AND “ THE GATES.” 


I. The late Bishop Patrick, when commenting upon 
the promise: ‘‘ Thy seed shall possess the gate of his 
enemies,”’ wrote as follows :— 
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““ These gates are cities, and, consequently, the 
country ; for the gates being taken, the cities are 
entered ; and the cities surrendered, the country 
is conquered.” 

2. The reader will have noticed that Bishop Patrick 
uses the word in the plural, whereas in Genesis it is in the 
singular, and is called “ the gate of his enemies.” But the 
Bishop is quite right in understanding the word as plural ; 
for Israel would have many enemies in various parts of 
the earth. 

3. Moreover, this promise of the “ gate” follows 
immediately upon another promise which was given at 
the same time, and with which it is, evidently, associated 
as to the period in which both promises should be 
fulfilled :— 

“Tn blessing I will bless thee, and in multiply- 
ing I will multiply thy seed as the stars of the 
heaven, and as the sand which is upon the sea- 
shore ; and thy seed shall possess the gate of his 
enemies.’’ Gen. 22: 17, 18. 

Thus, we find Abraham’s obedience, along with the 
Divine blessing and the promises of multiplicity and the 


“gate ’’—all centred in this one passage of Holy Writ. 


III—THE MEANING OF “THE GATE.” 


1. To limit the term to the ordinary functions of the 
“gate’”’ of an Eastern city, as being merely or mainly “the 
Town Hall, the Law Courts, or the Central Press Bureau 
of the city into which it leads ’—this is to belittle 
the word and to make a bathos of the promise itself. 

2. Mr. Wilkinson comes nearer the meaning when 
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he says that, “‘ by metonymy the word ‘ gate ’ indicates 
the city itself, or the people resident within it.” 

3. He is nearer still when he says that “‘ the ‘ gate ’ of 
enemies connotes control,” and is “ tantamount to our 
phrase, the ‘‘ key to the position.” This brings Mr. 
Wilkinson very near to the British-Israel position. 

4. Manifestly, the promise is to be taken literally. 
Neither the ‘‘ gate,’’ the ‘‘ enemies,” nor the “‘ promise ”’ 
itself can be treated as only spiritual. This is very 
important, in view of what is to follow. 

5. A very touching incident is recorded in Genesis 
24: 60; and it confirms the British-Israel idea concern- 
ing the meaning which was attached to the word “ gate ” 
at that time. 

When Rebecca was leaving Mesopotamia for Palestine, 
to become the wife of Isaac, her parents and her other 
relatives blessed her, and said unto her :— 


“ Our sister, be thou the mother of thousands 
of ten thousands, and let thy seed possess the 
gate of those which hate them.” 

6. Both Genesis 22: 17 and 24: 60 are identical in 
meaning ; and as Dr. Llewellyn Thomas says :— 

“To ‘ possess the gate of the enemy’ means 
that, the Chosen Race is to be able to speak with 
their enemies in the gate: implying that they 
can dictate terms to the enemy; that they have 
an effective voice in the councils of their foes. 
It also means that they hold the strategic point in 
the defences of those that hate them, the position 
that controls the situation; for, if the gate is 
taken, the city lies at the mercy of the captors.”’* 


* God and My Birthright.—p. 78. 
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7. But the “ gate’’ indicates more even than this. 
Gates of ‘‘ control” are also gates of blessing. As Mr. 
Wilkinson says :— 

“ Tsrael is to have world-headship for beneficial 
purposes, .... To-day, Great Britain—remark- 
able phenomenon of world-power though she may 
be, and conspicuous example of Divine favour— 
takes her place in the comity of nations, not as the 
‘head’ and ‘above only,’ but as neighbour and 


friend, making treaties on equal terms and for 
mutual advantage.” Deut. 28: 13. 


This exactly describes British-Israel. She is too great 
to swagger and too mighty to exact. As “ the chief of 
the nations,’’ she is recognised and accepted as such ; 
and as such she fulfils her predicted destiny. 


8. But Mr. Wilkinson denies the gates to Britain, 
and transfers them to the Millennium. We can only say 
in reply that, as we peruse the Divine promises on the 
one hand, and then face Britain’s historical facts and 
present conditions on the other hand, the correspondence 
is so close and complete that we cannot escape the 
conclusion that those promises are being fulfilled in 
Israel-Britain before our very eyes to-day. 


g. There are some very excellent people who even 
contend that our Lord’s Sermon on the Mount belongs 
to the Millennium ; and, in our judgment, there is as 
much to be said for that theory as for the custom of 
relegating Ephraim-Israel’s glorious promises to the 
Millennial era. 


ce 
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IV.—EPHRAIM-ISRAEL AND ISRAEL-BRITAIN. 


1. In previous chapters it has been shewn that the 
multiplicity of Abraham’s seed is to take place during the 
latter end of this Dispensation ; therefore, it is now 
that Ephraim-Israel is to be found possessing “ the gate 
of his enemies.” 

A VITAL QUESTION. 

2. Mr. Wilkinson is on solid ground when he says that, 
etymologically, the word “Y& sha‘ar—the word which 
is rendered “gate’’—‘‘never means a_ seaport.” 
But, nevertheless, may not such a figurative meaning 
have been in the mind of God when He caused the 
word to be employed ? 


A NOBLE ANSWER. 


3. Yes! That is a vital question; and here is Mr. 
Wilkinson’s answer :— 


“We cannot and do not deny the possibility of 
this. -Indeed, to possess the key-positions of 
control over all potential enemies, and these 
possibly at wide distances apart, it would almost 
of necessity include not merely inland capital 
cities but also maritime stations. There may be 
more, therefore, in the intentions of the Most High 
than was conveyed by the etymological meaning 
of the word “‘ gate ’ or in the minds of those who 
used it.” 


4. What Mr. Wilkinson generously concedes as a pos- 


sibility, British-Israelites contend is an actuality. 


““T will set his dominion also in the sea, and his 
right hand in the floods.” Ps. 89: 26. Prayer 
Book Version. 
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V.—WHERE ARE ‘' THE GATES ” TO-DAY ? 

1. They are all in the British Empire, or else in the 
possession of the U.S.A., which possess the dominant 
voice in the councils of the nations, and are able to speak 
with ever-growing authority. Israel holds all the 
“key-positions”’” of the whole world, whether for 
commerce or warfare. 

2. The mighty, strategic world-positions of Israel 

re :— 
i Gibraltar, Malta, Cyprus, Suez Canal, Perim, 


Aden, Singapore, Hong Kong, The Cape, The 
Philippines, The Panama Canal, etc. 


These are the pre-eminent gates ; and they fulfil to the 
uttermost the promise of God to Abraham :— 


“‘ Thy seed shall possess the gate of his enemies,” 
Sen. 23 3) ya. 


3. As promised in the preceding chapter, we here give 
the Area and Population of :— 
THE BRITISH EMPIRE—AREA AND POPULATION. 


English 
Continental Distribution. Square Estimated 
Miles. Population. 


In Europe ues y 121,512 48,000,000 


In Asia dia RS, 1,824,550 | 333,000,000 
In Africa ie ... | 4,652,000 50,000,000 
In North America ... | 3,893,020 9,000,000 
In Central America ... 8,600 50,000 
In the West Indies ... 12,300 1,730,000 
In South America ... 97,800 314,000 
In Oceania ... ss. | 3,300,000 8,000,000 


Torar _... _«»- | 13,909,782 _| 450,094,000 | 
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MR. WILKINSON’S OBJECTIONS. 


Objection 1.—A CASE OF TEN? OR TWELVE? 


Mr. Wilkinson contends that as the promise of the 
“ gates ’’ was given long before the disruption and the 
formation of the two Kingdoms, it must of necessity 
apply equally to all the Twelve Tribes. 

Our reply is as follows :— 

1. When the promise of the “ gates’ 
Abraham, not one of the Twelve Tribes was in existence— 
except in the mind and purpose of God. 

2. So far as the inspired Record informs us, nothing 
was said to Abraham at the time, or at any later time, 
as to how the promise was to be brought into operation. 

3. The promise of the “ gates’’ was of a general 
character ; and it did not bind the Almighty as to the 
particular persons to whom it would, in the far distant 
future, specifically apply. 

4. The word “‘ seed” is a noun of multitude, like the 
word “‘ people’”’ or ‘“‘nation”’; and such terms have 
often to be interpreted in a limited sense. 

5. Future and past are equally clear with God; and 
when the disruption under Jeroboam took place; and 
when, later, the Assyrian Captivity occurred; then 
began to appear the hidden purposes of the Most High. 

6. As we have shewn in previous chapters, the 
Divorced Ten Tribes were to be led to the Appointed 
Place of refuge ; and were there, “in the Islands of the 
sea,” “‘ in the North-West,” to multiply “‘ as the sand of 
the sea.” As ‘‘ the lost sheep of the House of Israel,’ 


‘ ’ 


was made to 


2 
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they were to come under the influence of the Gospel of 
Christ, be brought into ‘‘ the bond of the Covenant ”— 
the New Covenant—and to become, in a national sense, 
‘the sons of the living God.” 

7. While Judah was Jehovah’s “‘ Sanctuary,” Israel 
was His ‘‘ Dominion.”” Great were to be the privileges 
of repentant and restored Ephraim-Israel, as the 
inheritors of the great blessings of the Birthright of the 
House of Joseph. And among those blessings there 
stand out with special prominence these three—multi- 
plicity, multitudinousness, and the possession of “ the 
gates of their enemies.”’ 

8. There is not a vestige of evidence that the promise 
of the “ gates ” has ever been fulfilled in the history of 
the Jews, or that, in any sense, it refers to the Jews. 
But when they shall walk to the House of Israel, which one 
day they will do ; and when they shall see that Ephraim- 
Israel is no other than Israel-Britain, how gladly will 
they share in Britain’s prosperity and power! And how 
joyfully will they welcome Britain’s Christ Jesus as 
their long expected Messiah ! 


Objection 2.—A CASE OF DICTATORSHIP. 


Mr. Wilkinson objects to the idea that our maritime 
stations should be regarded as an assertion of “‘ dictator- 
ship’ and “ world-dominance.” 

The reply is obvious :— 

1. We must face facts. National animosities arise 
unexpectedly and from many and various causes. 
Envy, jealousy, self-interest, ambition, rivalry—these 
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are some of the commonest causes of bad feeling among 
nations, which, indeed, have often led to war. In the 
past, Britain’s enemies have been many and powerful ; 
and how difficult it is to appease the rivalries among men 
the proceedings of the League of Nations make clear and 
patent to all. Therefore, our “ maritime stations” 
are, alas! a painful necessity ; and it is owing to the 
goodness of God that we “ possess the gates of our 
enemies.” 


2. But, if Mr. Wilkinson means that our responsible 
statesmen repudiate anything like a hectoring, domineer- 
ing spirit, we quite agree with him. Yea, we will go 
much further than this :— 

3. Israel-Britain, as the representatives and heirs of 
Ephraim-Israel, have ever been the friends of the slave, 
and of oppressed nationalities. Passing by Garibaldi 
and Italy, Greece, and Bulgaria; see what Britain 
has done and is still doing for Palestine and Mesopotamia. 
Yea, the victory in the late terrible war itself was due 
more to the Anglo-Saxon Race than to any other 
nationalities which took part in that dreadful conflict. 
But, humanly, speaking it was all because “they 
possessed the gates of their enemies.” 


SUMMATION. 


The building up of our great Colonial Empire has 
been one of the mysteries of history. Our forefathers 
did not set themselves to create that Empire. Nay: 
over and over again timid politicians and ‘‘ little Eng- 
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landers ’’ have striven to prevent Britain’s expansion. 
But our interest in oppressed nationalities; our mis- 
sionary and commercial enterprise; the adventurous 
spirit of discoverers; and our national honour—all 
these and other features of enlightened enterprise have 
led us, unconsciously to be the honoured fulfillers of the 
purposes of God. 

And British-Israelites—broad-based upon the Bible 
as the infallible Word of God—in the simplicity, sincerity, 
and sublimity of faith, as they read the glorious pro- 
phecies and behold them fulfilled in Israel-Britain’s 
Empire, may well adoringly exclaim :— 

“O the depth of the riches both of the wisdom 
and the knowledge of God ! How unsearchable are 


His judgments, and His ways past tracing out ! ”’ 
Rom. Ir: 33. 


THE STONE KINGDOM. 159 


CHAPTER XI. 


“In the days of those kings shall the God of heaven 
set up a Kingdom which shall never be destroyed,” 
Daniel 2: 44. 


THE STONE KINGDOM. 


We come now to a subject of surpassing interest and 
importance—‘ The Stone Kingdom ”—which was re- 
vealed to Nebuchadnezzar in a dream, and was inter- 
preted to him by the prophet Daniel. 


It is unfortunate that theologians, from the early 
centuries of the Christian Era right down to the present 
time, have robed that kingdom in mystery and 
enshrouded it in obscurity, by their faulty method of 
interpretation. 


No one, however, should presume to reflect upon them 
for so doing ; for, although, asa rule, they had remarkable 
mental illumination and spiritual insight, nevertheless, 
it was impossible for them to possess that historic and 
geographical knowledge which was necessary to a clear 
understanding of the dream of Nebuchadnezzar, which 
we now proceed to consider. 


I—THE FORGOTTEN DREAM. 


The dream of King Nebuchadnezzar was extraordin- 
ary ; and we do not wonder that, when he awoke, “ his 
spirit was troubled, and his sleep brake from him.” He 
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was amazed and alarmed—all the more so because he 
could not remember the dream. 

So, he summoned into his presence “‘ the magicians, 
and the enchanters, and the sorcerers, and the Chal- 
deans,” and commanded them to “ make known unto 
him the dream and the interpretation thereof.” 

They remonstrated, but in vain; for “ the king was 
angry and very furious, and commanded to destroy all 
the wise men of Babylon. So the decree went forth, and 
the wise men were to be slain; and they sought Daniel 
and his companions to be slain.”” Dan. 2: I-13. 


‘ 


Il.—THE DREAM RECALLED. 


When Daniel knew of the cruel decree, “‘ he desired of 
the king that he would appoint him a time, and he would 
shew the king the interpretation.” 

He felt that this was a matter altogether beyond 
human wisdom; so he “made the thing known to 
Hananiah, Mishael, and Azariah, his companions ; that 
they would desire mercies of the God of Heaven concern- 
ing this secret.” 

Unitedly, earnestly, and believingly, they laid the 
matter before Jehovah in prayer. 

“Then was the secret revealed unto Daniel in a vision 
of the night;” and, with fervent thanksgiving and 
praise, he was ushered into the presence of the king. 
Disclaiming all superior human wisdom, and testifying 
nobly for Jehovah, he narrated the dream, and unfolded 
the interpretation thereof. 
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III—THE REVEALING OF THE VISION. 


The king at once recognised the vision as the one which 
he had seen in his dream. It consisted of ‘‘a great 
image, which was mighty, and whose brightness was 
excellent ; . . . and the aspect thereof was terrible.” 
The image was composed of gold, silver, brass, iron and 
clay. Each element was indicative of the particular 
qualities of the kingdom which it represented. 

The following Table describes the image, and gives the 
names of the kingdoms which it indicated :— 


THE GREAT IMAGE. 


The Image. The Materials. The Kingdoms. 
its Head... .... Fine Gold...... Babylonian Kingdom, 
Its Breast and 

PREIS ose 4 vse DEV OE fos 'edenee Medo-Persian Kingdom. 
Its Belly and 

ADIgNS |... BYGSS cs ..y <0 Grecian Kingdom. 

Its Legs and 
| SE Iron & Clay ...Roman Kingdom. 


THE MYSTERIOUS STONE. 


But the vision did not come to an end with the appear- 
ance of the great image; for, in his dream, the king 
beheld “a Stone cut out without hands, which smote the 
image upon his feet that were of iron and clay, and brake 
them in pieces.” 

THE PROBLEM. 

What, then, are we to understand by this “ Stone? ”’ 

That it indicates a kingdom is clearly stated. But what 
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kind of a kingdom? In what respects would it resemble, 
or differ from, the other kingdoms? Was it to be a kingdom 
purely literal? or purely spiritual? or both? Does it 
indicate our blessed Lord? Or does it mean the Christian 
Church? Or does it, in any sense, indicate Ephraim- 
Israel ? 

British-Israelites maintain that the Stone Kingdom is 
an emblem of Ephraim-Israel in a twofold aspect— 
literal and spiritual; and that Ephraim-Israel is repre- 
sented in the British Empire by the Anglo-Saxon Race. 


IV.—THE PURPOSE OF THE VISION. 
NEBUCHADNEZZAR’S WONDER. 


I. When Nebuchadnezzar retired to rest on the even- 
ing before the vision, he was thinking about the future, 
and wondering what that future would bring to the 
world, the whole of which, so far as it was known, was 
under his imperial, despotic sway :— 


“ As for thee, O king, thy thoughts came into 
thy mind upon thy bed, what should come to 
pass hereafter.” Dan. 2: 29. 


GOD MEETS THE WONDER. 


2. God met the king’s wonder, and gratified his 
desire; and the following verses in which Daniel 
states the purpose of the vision, are very significant :— 

“ God hath made known to the king Nebuchad- 
nezzar what shall be in the latter days.” Dan. 
2.28. 

“ He that revealeth secrets hath made known 
to thee what shall come to pass.” Dan. 2: 29. 
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“ The great God hath made known ¢o the king 
what shall come to pass hereafter : and the dream 
is certain, and the interpretation thereof sure.” 
Dan. 2: 45. 


THE VISION AND INTERPRETATION COMPREHENSIBLE. 


3. Now, as the declared purpose of the vision was to 
make clear to the mind of Nebuchadnezzar “‘ what shall 
be in the latter days,” it is manifest that the vision and 
its interpretation would be capable of being understood 
by him. When, for instance, he was told by Daniel: 
“ Thou art this head of gold,’’ he would perceive that the 
other parts of the image were kingdoms, and that they 
were as literal as his own. He would also perceive the 
superiority of his own kingdom to those coming after- 
wards and which were represented by the silver, the 
brass, the iron and the clay. Literalness stands out in 
every feature of these four kingdoms; and there is 
nothing in the inspired narrative to indicate that 
Nebuchadnezzar attached any other meaning to the 
fifth, or the Stone Kingdom. 


WHY QUESTION THE LITERALNESS ? 


It is universally agreed that the first four kingdoms 
were literal and political kingdoms. Why, then, should 
anyone question the literal and material nature of the 
Stone Kingdom ? 

Moreover, as Nebuchadnezzar was a_ benighted, 
despotic and cruel heathen, would he be capable of 
forming any conception of a purely spiritual kingdom ? 
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V.—THE AGE OF THE VISION’S 
FULFILMENT. 


On this point, the Divine Oracles give us a clear 
pronouncement :— 

“God hath made known to the king Nebuchad- 
nezzar what shall be im the latter days.” Dan. 
2': 28. 

Now, in Chapter VI. of this treatise, it was shewn, 
beyond question, that the phrase “ the latter days” is 
employed in Holy Scripture to indicate the Gospel 
Dispensation—the period between the two Advents of our 
blessed Lord. It precedes the Millennium and it pre- 
pares for it. It is the period in which were to be fulfilled 
to Judah the Messianic and the Regal promises ; and it 
is the period in which the House of Joseph was to realise 
the Birthright promises of multiplicity of seed, great 
Colonial expansion, boundless wealth, and maritime 
supremacy. 


VI—THE INTERPRETED VISION ANALYSED. 


_ In analysing the Stone Kingdom, as interpreted by the 
prophet Daniel, the following questions suggest them- 
selves :— 


1. WHEN WAS, IT TO BE SET UP? 
On this point, the inspired interpretation of the vision 
is very explicit :— 


“In the days of those kings shall the Ged of 
heaven set up a kingdom.” Dan, 2: 44. 
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1. Which kings? The kings of the four empires, of 
whom Nebuchadnezzar was the first. There were to be 
four kingdoms, each one of which would, of course, have 
its own king; and in the days of each and all of those 
kings was the Stone Kingdom to be in existence— 
concurrent with the image. 


2. These four kingdoms are viewed as a totality. 
There is nothing said in this chapter about the Ten Toes 
of the image symbolising ten kingdoms and ten kings of 
the Roman Empire, which came to an end in the year 
A.D. 476. 


3. We must not go beyond the clear teaching of 
Holy Scripture ; and, therefore, as to the period of the 
actual setting up of the fifth, or the Stone Kingdom, our 
minds are carried back to the very first of the four 
kingdoms. It was then that the Stone Kingdom was 
set up—even in the days of Nebuchadnezzar himself. 
How, when, and where, we shall see later on. 


2. BY WHOM WAS IT SET UP? 


Here again, the words of the inspired writer are 
explicit and clear :— 
' “Tn the days of those kings shall the God of 
heaven set up a kingdom." ‘Dan. 2: 44. 
“A stone was cut out of the mountain without 
hands.” Dan. 2: 45. 
The first four kingdoms were entirely of human origin ; 
but the fifth, or Stone Kingdom, was set up by God 
Himself. Of course, there is a sense in which God is 


within and behind the rise, the movements, and the 
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falls of all the nations of the earth; but the inspired 
terms which are employed in the above two verses convey 
the idea of a special, supernatural, and even miraculous 
intervention in the setting up of the Stone Kingdom. 


8. HOW LONG IS IT TO CONTINUE? 


The words of Daniel on this point are very striking. 
He speaks of the Stone Kingdom as follows :— 
“A kingdom which shall never be destroyed.” 


Dan. 2: 44. 
“ Tt shall stand for ever.” Dan. 2: 44. 


When we consider these words, our minds naturally 
revert to the promise which God gave unto David at the 
time when the prophet Nathan predicted the Appointed- 
Place-Restoration of Ephraim-Israel :— 

“Thine house and thy kingdom shall be made 


sure for ever before thee: thy throne shall be 
established for ever.”” 2Sam.7: 16. 


4. WILL IT HAVE ANY SUCCESSORS ? 


It certainly will not ; for thus spake the Lord through 
His prophet concerning the Stone Kingdom :— 


“Nor shall the sovereignty thereof be left to 
another people.” Dan. 2: 44. 


The four kingdoms—although each, in its turn, was 
independent—were in a sense related. One followed 
another and inherited its position, its wealth, and its 
power. But the Stone Kingdom was to be the final 
kingdom—the last of the series, 
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5. WILL IT HAVE ANY PARTNERS? 


Nay, verily, for the pen of inspiration records that the 
Stone— 

“‘Smote the image upon his feet that were of 
iron and clay, and brake them in pieces. Then 
was the iron, the clay, the brass, the silver and the 
gold, broken in pieces together, and became like 
the chaff of the summer threshing-floors; and 
the wind carried them away, that no place was 
found for them.” Dan. 2: 34, 35. 

So that, whatever the Stone Kingdom may be, it is 
evident that it is destined to inflict entire destruction 
upon the four World-Empires which are symbolised by 


the “ great image ” of Nebuchadnezzar’s dream. 


6. WHAT IS ITS APPOINTED DESTINY ? 
Not only is the Stone Kingdom to destroy the four 
kingdoms of the “‘ great image,” but it is destined by 
Jehovah to take their place. Hence, we read :— 


“The stone that smote the image became a 
great mountain, and filled the whole earth.” 
Dan. 2: 35. 


VII.—THE NATURE OF THE STONE 
KINGDOM. 

1. IT IS A SPIRITUAL AND HEAVENLY KINGDOM. 
1. All evangelical writers agree in this; and it is 
impossible to conceive of the “ Kingdom of God” as 
purely earthly. It must be different in its nature, its 
purposes, its principles and its methods, from a merely 
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earthly kingdom. ‘Set up by the God of heaven ” the 
spirituality of the Stone Kingdom is manifest, and this is 
emphatically implied by the words : 


‘A stone was cut out of the mountain without 
hands.” Dan.2: 45. 


z. The Stone Kingdom was intended to be God’s 
representative upon the earth, however imperfect and 
unworthy the representation might be. 


2. IT IS ALSO A LITERAL AND AN EARTHLY 
KINGDOM. 


1. The dream of Nebuchadnezzar concerning the 
vi great image ”’ was figurative as to its terms, but literal 
as to its meaning. The gold, silver, brass, iron and clay 
were figurative ; but the kingdoms which they signified 
were literal and material in all their details of order, 
relativity, deterioration and ultimate destruction. 


2. Exactly so is it with regard to the Stone Kingdom. 
The dream of Nebuchadnezzar in reference thereto, was 
figurative as to the words employed, but literal and 
material as to what those words signified. The “ Stone” 
itself; its being “cut out of the mountain without 
hands”’; its ‘‘smiting the image upon its feet”; its 
breaking the whole image “in pieces”; its expansion 
until it “‘ became a great mountain and filled the whole 
earth ’’—all these terms are figurative ; but they indicate 
real objective facts, namely: that the kingdom, indeed, 
is literal and earthly in all its details, as fulfilling the 
inscrutable, eternal purposes of God. 
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8. DOES THE STONE KINGDOM INDICATE THE 
CHURCH ? 


In the early days of Christianity, the Fathers and 
Commentators were sorely perplexed by the Stone 
Kingdom. They did not know what to make of it. 
The circumstances of Ephraim-Israel and of Judah—so 
far as they were known—were such that they appeared 
to them to furnish no light whatever upon the subject. 
It is, therefore, not to be wondered at that they looked 
upon the Stone Kingdom as merely another name for 
the Christian Church—or the spiritual Kingdom of God 
in the hearts of believers. Nor is it to be wondered at 
that this traditional view has been almost universally 
accepted by Christian writers until comparatively recent 
times. 


4, DOES THE STONE KINGDOM INDICATE THE CHRIST ? 


x. Nay, verily. This cannot possibly be the solution. 
It would confuse the kingdom with the King. He is not 
the kingdom ; never has been ; and never willbe. Heis 
the “ KING OF KINGS ” and the “ LORD OF LORDS.” 
He reigns from heaven to-day, seated upon His Father’s 
throne—the Spiritual King of His spiritual and literal 
Kingdom. But, ere long, He will appear in the glory of 
His Second Advent. Then will there be fulfilled to Him 
the age-long prediction :— 

“And there was given Him dominion, and 
glory, and a Kingdom, that all the peoples, na- 


tions, and languages should serve Him. His 
dominion is an everlasting dominion, which shall 
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not pass away, and His Kingdom that which 
shall not be destroyed.” Dan. 7: 14. 

z. The “Stone” itself is a type of our blessed Lord. 
He is the Spiritual King of the Stone Kingdom of 
Ephraim-Israel. When He comes in His Second Advent 
glory, He will not set up a new Kingdom ; but He will 
receive and take over the dual Kingdom which was set up 
“in the days of those kings ” by the grace, wisdom, and 
power of Jehovah, as an “ Everlasting Kingdom.” 


VIII—THE KINGDOM OF GOD ON EARTH. 


There are two mutually opposing parties in regard to 
the Kingdom of God on earth. 


1. THE EXCESSIVE LITERALISERS. 


I. When our Lord was upon earth, the Jews fell 
into the error of excessive literalising in the interpretation 
of the national prophecies concerning Israel. Their 
minds were so obsessed with the idea of the material 
kingdom and with the expected military power of the 
Messiah, that practically, they lost sight of the spiritual 
aspects of the Kingdom of God. 


2. This was not only a serious mistake ; it was alsoa 
grievous sin. It placed them in an entirely false relation- 
ship to Christ. < 

Nevertheless, there are people amongst us to-day 
who are in danger of falling into the same error. They 
are so impressed by Britain’s greatness, wealth, and 
military and naval power, that self-satisfaction and 
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self-assertion take the place of humility and prayer ; 
and national boasting re-sounds in our loyal assemblies 
rather than grateful thanksgiving and praise. 


2. THE EXCLUSIVE SPIRITUALISERS. 


1. At the present time, many of our theologians are 
so engrossed with the spiritual aspects of the Kingdom 
of God, that they fail to perceive that His Kingdom is a 
dual Kingdom—literal as well as spiritual—and that 
it has always been such. 


2. They carry their spiritualising so far that they not 
only deprive the ancient prophecies of their natural 
meaning, but also assume that by their persistent and 
exclusive spiritualising, they display a higher scholarship 
and a deeper spirituality in the interpretation of the 
Holy Scriptures. 


3. We are not now referring to Higher Critics with 
whom this mode of interpretation has become a cult and 
an art. We refer to excellent evangelical men who have 
received—by inheritance merely—the traditional views 
of the Early Fathers. 


4. In this connection, it is important that students of 

prophecy should act upon the following principle :— 
“Tf the plain and obvious sense makes good 
sense ; in that case, seek no other sense.” 

5. But it is quite a common thing for excellent men 
to stigmatise us British-Israelites as “‘earthly’’ and 
“carnal”; and to accuse us of “whims” and 
“‘ crotchets,”’ of “ wresting,” “ garbling,” “ twisting ” 
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and “ misapplying Scripture ’’—because, forsooth, we 
dare to believe that the inspired prophets wrote the 
words of truth and soberness, to be understanded of 
ordinary people. 


IX.—EPHRAIM-ISRAEL AND THE STONE 
KINGDOM. 


1. IN THE OLD TESTAMENT. 

i. The idea of the Kingdom of God on earth was no 
new thing to the times of Daniel. We find it very early 
in Holy Scripture in reference to Israel :— 

“The Lord thy God hath chosen thee to be a 
peculiar people unto Himself, above all peoples 
that are upon the face of the earth.” Deut.7: 6. 

The following inspired expressions are very significant 

on this point :— 


“ My Kingdom’)... 6...) | .24: 0 CRE ISe ee 
“ The Kingdom of Jehovah” ... 2 Chron. 13: 8. 
“The Throne of the Kingdom of 

Jehovah over Israel” ... ... r Chron. 28: 5, 


2. This was no merely spiritual realm, but the literal 
as well as spiritual Kingdom of Israel. It was a national 
Theocracy which lasted four hundred and forty-seven 
years. One of Jehovah’s titles is “the King of Israel.” 
Isa. 44: 6. The legal Constitution of the Kingdom was 
given to them at Sinai. It is indisputable, that Israel, 
and Israel alone, were Jehovah’s Kingdom on earth. 


3. The Kingdom was under Judges for about four 
hundred and fifty years, but then became the United 
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Kingdom of Israel under Saul, David, and Solomon ; its 
throne being honoured with the title of “ the Throne of 
Jehovah.” 1 Chron. 29: 23. 

4. Then came the disruption, in the year 975 B.C. 
The divided condition lasted for about two hundred and 
fifty years, when the Ten Tribes were carried away into 
Captivity into Assyria by Shalmaneser in the year 721 
B.C; 


2. IN THE NEW TESTAMENT. 


I. It is very important to remember that this 
“ Kingdom of God,” whether in its past united form, or 
in its present divided condition, or in its future re-united 
state, is the one and only Kingdom of both the Old and 
the New Testaments. From its inception to its final 
glory, it is the only national representative of Jehovah. 
It was never transferred to the Church, which is an 
elect Community from both within and without the 
elect race. This Kingdom is “the Kingdom of the 
Stone” which Nebuchadnezzar saw replacing the four 
metal world-kingdoms. 


2. This is the Kingdom which :— 
The Baptist announced cee idee eet Bae 
Our Lord preached SPP Sh amat Hin 45 EOLA” Gos 7 
The Twelve Apostles proclaimed... Matt. 0: 7. 
The Seventy Evangelists 

MA baie | cake odes: (ids al LARS: ys.) POMS  yQe 


3. Yea, in the days of our blessed Lord, the streets of 
Jerusalem and the hills of Galilee resounded with the 
summons :— 
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“Repent ye, and believe the Gospel; for the 
Kingdom of Heaven is at hand.” Matt. 3: 17; 
Mark r: 15. 

No fewer than thirty times do these words about the 
Kingdom of Heaven occur in the New Testament; and 
the phrase, ‘“‘ the Kingdom of God,’’ occurs in the Bible 
about seventy times. 


3. THE TRANSFERRED KINGDOM. 


I. “‘ The Kingdom of God ”’ remained with the House 
of Judah after the disruption; but when our Lord 
proclaimed to them the conditions for citizenship under 
His sovereignty, they rejected Him and despised His 
teaching. This led to the withdrawal of the Kingdom, 
and to its transfer to another people, as threatened by our 
Lord :— 

“The Kingdom of God shall be taken away 
from you, and shall be given to a nation bringing 
forth the fruits thereof.”” Matt. 21: 43. 

2. Of whom was that nation constituted ? 

Not the Church. That is a cosmopolitan gathering 
out of all nations ; and it possesses neither geographical 
boundary nor political status. Nor was it Pagan Rome, 
or any heathen people outside the Roman Empire. To 
whom, then, could this ‘‘ Kingdom of God,” or “ Kingdom 
of Heaven ” be given ? 

3. British-Israelites maintain that the Scriptures 
indicate and that history, tradition and legend confirm 
that Ephraim-Israel, whose Captivity is recorded in 2 
Kings, chapter 17, escaped from Media; and that, 
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passing across Europe, they settled in these “‘ Isles of the 
North and West,” in the “ Appointed Place” of 2 
Samuel 7: 10, referred to some twelve times by the 
prophet Isaiah. 


4. They also maintain that when Zedekiah, the last 
king of Judah was dethroned, the throne, in the person 
of his daughter—under the “riddle” of the ‘ tender 
twig” of Ezekiel 17—-was transferred to the House of 
Israel by the marriage of the said princess to a reigning 
monarch of the tribe of Dan, then settled in Ireland ; 
and that our Royal House is thus in direct descent from 
King David; so that this ancient Kingdom of Israel, 
Kingdom of God, Kingdom of Heaven, is to-day to be 
found among the Anglo-Saxon peoples whose very 
name of “ British” seems to come from the Hebrew 
mM 53 ovith, a covenant and wy ‘ish, a man—a 
covenani-man. 

In this romantic and wonderful manner has God 
fulfilled His gracious promise :— 

“ Thus saith the Lord: David shall never want 


a man to sit upon the throne of the house of 
Israel.” Jer. 33: 17. 


5. During the interval between the persistent rejec- 
tion of Christ by the Jews, and whilst the Kingdom of 
God is to be found with Ephraim-Israel,—namely, the 
British nation,—God, by the preaching of the Gospel of 
salvation concerning His Son, is calling out from all the 
world an Election of Grace, called the Church. 


6. The Church is built upon the rock of our Lord’s 
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Godhead ; is indwelt by the Holy Spirit, and is instructed 
by the Holy Scriptures. This unique Community is 
called “the body” of which Christ is “the Head.” 
Matt. 16: 18; Rom. 8: 9; John 17: 14; Col. 1: 18. 


7. The unification of the divided Houses of Ephraim- 
Israel and Judah will ultimately take place; both 
Houses becoming “‘ all righteous ” ; and thus being truly 
the vice-regents of Christ during His millennial reign. 
Ezek. 37: 16; Acts15: 16; Isa.60: 21; Matt. 19:28. 


X.—THE STONE KINGDOM AND ISRAEL- 
BRITAIN. 


VAIN GRASPING AFTER EMPIRE. 


Since the Roman Empire came to an end in the year 
A.D. 476, there have been, in modern times, three am- 
bitious attempts to obtain world-supremacy. Philip, of 
Spain, with his Armada; Napoleon, of France, and 
Kaiser Wilhelm II., of Germany—each and all of these, 
with their colossal armies and mighty fleets, fought 
fiercely and long to gain the sceptre of universal Empire. 
But the sword dropped from their grasp, and their 
crowns crumbled to dust at their feet. 


The Stone Kingdom was not for them. Not by 
human strategy, and not by military prowess was the 
Universal Kingdom to be obtained. It was to be “ set 
up by the God of heaven.” That was the prophecy. 
Has that prediction been realised ? 
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THE STONE KINGDOM DIVINELY BESTOWED. 


The test of a prophet is not what, perchance, we may 
think of him personally ; but are his prophecies fulfilled ? 
This is the test which Moses said Israel was to apply. 
Deut. 18: 21, 22. 

Now, we have seen the prophecies which were made to 
Abraham, Isaac and Jacob. We have beheld those 
prophecies as they rose in volume of promise, discipline, 
and blessing in the days of Moses, David and Hosea. 
And now, in the dream of Nebuchadnezzar and its 
interpretation, we see the blessings which were predicted 
to Ephraim-Israel focussed, intensified, and sublimed in 
the Stone Kingdom :— 

1. Divine in its Origin. 
2. Exclusive in its Reign. 
3. Perpetual in its Duration. 
4. Universal and final in its Dominion. 
“The stone that smote the image became a 


great mountain, and filled the whole earth.” 
Dan. 2: 35. 


What these great and mighty monarchs failed to 
obtain by conquest, the God of Abraham, Isaac, and 
Jacob has graciously, providentially, yea, often mira- 
culously bestowed upon the Anglo-Saxon race in their 
world-wide Empire ; and that, indeed, in spite of much 
unworthiness and even unfaithfulness on our part as a 
nation and an Empire. 

To what an extent the dream of Nebuchadnezzar and 
the interpretation of the Stone Kingdom is already 
fulfilled in Israel-Britain and her Commonwealth of 
nations, will be evident from the following Table :— 
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XI—THE BRITISH COMMONWEALTH. 


Dominions by 
Continents. 


Europe. 
Great Britain and Ire- 
land 
Isle of Man . 
Channel Islands 
Malta and Gozo 
Gibraltar 


Asia. 

Indian Empire 
Ceylon f a 
Straits Settl ements 
Federated Malay 

States a ah 
Other snl States. 
Hong Kong .. . 
Weihaiwei 
North Borneo 
Brunei 
Sarawak 
Cyprus 
Mesopotamia 
Palestine 


Africa. 

Cape Province 
Natal.. 
Transvaal Se a 
Orange Free State ... 
south West Protec- 

torate 5 Fag 
Basutoland ... 
Bechuanaland 
Southern Rhodesia 
Northern Rhodesia 
Gambia K 
Gold Coast . 
Sierra Leone 
Nigeria 
Somaliland ... 
Kenya 
Uganda 


How Acquired. 


Purchase $4 
Duke of Normandy .. 
Treaty Cession 


” ” 


Conquest and Cession 
Treaty Cession ce 


Cession 

Treaty Cession 
Protectorate .. 
Annexation ... 
Conquest and Mandate 


” a” 


Treaty Cession Fre 
Annexation me 


” 


Conquest 


Cession and Conquest 
Treaty Cession 


Date. 


1827 
1066 
1814 
1713 


1757-1897 
1801 
1785-1909 


1874-1888 
1909 
1842-1906 
1898 
1877 
1888 
1888 
1914 
1914-1918 
1914-1918 


1814 
1843 
1900 
1900 


1914 


1895 
1889 
1889 
1807 
1672 
1787 
1891 
1884 | 
1888-1918 
1894 
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Dominions by 
Continents. 


Tanganyika, ... 
Zanzibar < 
Nyasaland 
Sudan 
Mauritius 
Seychelles 

St. Helena ... 


Ascension ... aay 


America. 
Ontario 
Quebec 
Nova Scotia 
New Brunswick Me 
Prince Edward Island 
British Columbia 
Manitoba 
Alberta 
Saskatchewan sit 
North-West Territories 
| Newfoundland wie 
Jamaica oa 
Bahamas!) 3; 
Leeward Islands 
Windward Islands 
Barbados 
Trinidad and Tobago 
British Guiana : 
British Honduras 
Bermuda ... 
Falkland Islands 
South Georgia, etc. 


Oceania. 
New South Wales ... 
Victoria eh 
South Australia 
Queensland ... 
Tasmania ‘ sais 
Western Australia ... 
Northern Territory 


New Zealand 
Yen a i 
Papua 

Pacific Islands 


How Acquired. 


Conquest 


id and Cession 
Treaty Cession 
Conquest 
Occupation 


Conquest and Cession 
Treaty Cession 
Conquest 
Settlement 


Treaty Cession 

Conquest 

Settlement 

Cession 

Settlement 

Conquest Ree 
a and Cession 


Settlement 
Treaty Cession 
Occupation 


Settlement 


ppm: eel imei 
Cession from Natives.. 
Annexation 
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Date. 


1914-1818 


1890 
1891 
1898 
1810-1814 
1814 
1673 
1815 


1759-1763 
1759-1763 
1627-1713 
1763 
1745-1763 
1670 
1813 
1670 
1670 
1670 
1683 
1655 
1629 
1623-1659 
1763-1783 
16056 
1797 
1803-1814 
1798 
1612 
1771 
1771 


1788 
1832 
1836 
1824 
1803 
1828 


1845 
1874 
1884 


Cession and Conquest _| 1893-1914 
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SUMMATION. 


1. With this Table before them, and with the 
knowledge of the fact that one-quarter of the area of the 
whole earth is under British dominion or influence, and 
that one person out of every four of its entire population 
owes allegiance to Britain’s Sovereign, is it to be won- 
dered at that British-Israelites ask themselves the 
question : Is there any connection or association between 
this Universal Empire and the Universal Stone Kingdom 
of Nebuchadnezzar’s vision ? 


2. When they consider that Jehovah of Hosts 
revealed to the Babylonian King the four Pagan King- 
doms of past ages, they ask themselves the question : Is 
it likely that the God of grace and truth would fail to 
reveal the greatest Kingdom and Empire which the world 
has ever seen—the Empire which has been used of Him 
to spread His glorious Gospel to the ends of the earth ; 
the Empire whose beneficent sceptre is welcomed with 
loyalty and affection in every part of the globe ? 


3. British-Israelites listen with astonishment to the 
Church of Rome, as she boastfully proclaims: “ J am the 
Stone Kingdom”; and they listen with amazement to 
Protestants who exclaim: ‘‘ We and the Church as a 
whole are the Stone Kingdom.”’ Behind this dual claim 
there lurks the false principle of Biblical spiritualisation. 

Verily, any system of interpretation which treats the 
prophecy of the Stone Kingdom in such a manner, 
cannot stand the test of a critical investigation. 
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4. British-Israelites—believers in the whole of the 
Bible—peruse with reverence all the prophecies and 
promises concerning Israel. They trace the history of 
Great Britain, so far as it has yet been discovered. They 
follow the footsteps of God in His providential and 
gracious guidance on their behalf ; and as they compare 
those prophecies and promises with Britain’s national 
development and with her present world-wide Empire, 
they joyfully rise to the conception of their Israelitish 
origin, privileges, endowments and responsibilities ; and 
they gratefully exclaim :— 


“Not unto us, O Lord, not unto us, 
But unto Thy Name give glory, 
For Thy mercy, and for Thy truth’s sake.” 
5 Peeerse ir 
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CHAPTER XII. 


“ There is a principle which ts a bar against 
all information—contempt prior to examination.” 
Archdeacon Paley. 


EPHRAIM-ISRAEL ON THE WAY TO 
BRITAIN. 


We have now honestly and prayerfully considered the 
first eleven chapters of Mr. Wilkinson’s book, and have 
dealt with all his essential Biblical arguments against 
British-Israel Truth. But with due respect and regard 
for him as a beloved brother in the Lord, we must say 
that, although those arguments are admirably presented, 
they do not, even in one instance, carry conviction. 


I.—FUNDAMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS. 


TWO ERRONEOUS PRINCIPLES. 


Two serious defects dog the steps of Mr. Wilkinson 
from chapter to chapter throughout the first section of 
his book. They are these :— 


I. The excessive spiritualisation of many of the 
prophecies which relate to Ephraim-Israel. 

2. The postponement of the fulfilment of those 
prophecies until the era of the Millennium. 

In our judgment, these two defects are fatal to any 


clear comprehension of the meaning of the prophecies of 
God, 
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VITAL POINTS. 


The recognition of the distinction between Israel and 
Judah and between Ephraim-Israel and the Jews, is 
vital in this question ; and the prophecies and promises 
concerning Ephraim-Israel are none the less literal 
because they are also spiritual; and those prophecies 
and promises are none the less in process of fulfilment 
to-day because they are preparing for, and will be intensi- 
fied in, the glorious era of the Millennium. 

There is no justification for the methods of Biblical 
interpretation against which we have raised objection. 
On the contrary, they are dangerous in the extreme. 
There are scarcely any of the modern cults which are 
now misleading thousands of souls that do not rely for 
their plausibility upon one or both of those methods. 


THE BIBLE SUPREME IN THE CONTROVERSY. 


Having dealt with the Biblical aspect of the question of 
British-Israel Truth, we might now regard our task as 
practically completed ; for, with all our heart, we sub- 
scribe to the words of the inspired prophet :— 

“ To the Law and to the Testimony ! If they 
speak not according to this Word, surely there is 
no morning for them.” Isa. 8: 20. 
The Bible must decide the whole question, and the Bible 
alone. As the Word of God, it is “ settled in heaven.” 
Ps. 119: 89. 

Moreover, where such an able writer as Mr. 
Wilkinson has failed on Biblical grounds, the sup- 
posed difficulties, which he suggests from history, etc., 
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cannot determine the issue; although, in many cases, 
those difficulties do delay the acceptance of the British- 
Israel position. Therefore, on this ground alone, we 
invite our readers to accompany us further in the 
investigation. 


II.—EPHRAIM-ISRAEL’S ESCAPE. 

1. It is agreed on all hands that Ephraim-Israel 
were carried away captive unto Assyria about the year 
B.c. 721. How eager many of them would be to escape 
from a position of such humiliation! But were they at 
any time able to effect their escape? Let us listen to— 


THE TESTIMONY OF ESDRAS. 


z. We have already given this in full on page 124, 
but it is necessary here to give the following brief 
extract :— 

“The Ten Tribes took this counsel among 
themselves that they would leave the multitude 
of the heathen, and go forth into a further coun- 
5 ea And they entered into Euphrates 
by the narrow passages of the river. For the 
Most High then shewed signs for them, and held 
still the flood till they were passed over. For 
through that country there was a great way to go, 
namely, of a year and a half ; and the same region 
is called Ar-Sareth. Then dwelt they there 
until the latter time.” 2 Esdvas 13: 14-46. 


There should, therefore, be no question about the 
escape, as the book of Esdras—although not in the Bible 
—is a reliable authority ; and it is generally supposed 
that the escape took place about one hundred and twenty 
years after the commencement of the Captivity. 
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DID THE WHOLE OF THE TEN TRIBES ESCAPE. 


1. We have no reason to suppose that they did. 
On the contrary, it is natural to think that some would 
prefer to remain. Some of them might have contracted 
marriage with the surrounding nations, and have had 
young families. Others might have started businesses 
which were beginning to be profitable. And, in any 
case, many might be reluctant to enter upon such a long 
trek, the dangers of which none could foresee. 


We must not interpret too strictly the words of Esdras. 
It is frequently the case that nouns of multitude are 
used in a limited sense. Everyone understands them. 
Literally, they are incorrect ; but practically they are 
true. 

THE TESTIMONY OF JOSEPHUS. 


2. This is exactly what took place many years 
afterwards amongst the Jews who had been for seventy 
years in the Babylonish Captivity. We are accustomed 
to say that, “Cyrus released the Jews,” and that 
“the Jews in Babylonia returned to Palestine.” Both 
these statements are correct, notwithstanding the fact 
that multitudes of the Jews preferred to remain in 
Babylon, and did remain, as Josephus says concerning 
the large majority of Judah:— 

“Theentire body of the people of Israel remained 
in that country; wherefore, there are but two 
tribes in Asia and Europe subject to the Romans : 
while the Ten Tribes are beyond Euphrates till 


now, an immense multitude, and not to be 
estimated by numbers.” 


186 BRITISH-ISRAEL TRUTH DEFENDED. 


THE TESTIMONY OF JEROME. 


3. It is very significant that Jerome, who wrote in 
the fourth century A.D., states that in his time the Ten 
Tribes were in the places whither they had been taken 
captive. He wrote :— 


“Unto this day the Ten Tribes are subject to 
the Kings of the Persians, nor has their Captivity 


been loosed .... The Ten Tribes inhabit at 
this day the cities and mountains of the Medes.”’ 
Tom.6: 7, 80. 


These were evidently the descendants of those who 
had refused—nine hundred years before—to escape to 
Ar-Sareth with their brethren. 

4. It should be specially noted here by the reader 
that Josephus, in this connection carefully distinguishes 
between the Ten Tribes, or Ephraim-Israel, and the two 
Tribes of the “‘ Jews,” who, however, sometimes received 
the title of ‘‘ the people of Israel,’’-—Judah, of course, as 
well as Benjamin having descended from the same 
Patriarch. 

5. Mr. Wilkinson maintains, in spite of the definite 
testimony of Josephus and Jerome, that— 

“Tt should be granted that a large number of 
the Ten-Tribed Kingdom of Israel returned to 
Judea after their Captivity in Assyria.”’ 

We would readily grant this, if it were shewn to be a 
fact. But, far from this, it is a mere conjecture, in 
defiance of Josephus and without any support from Holy 
Scripture. The Ten Tribes never, as “‘ tribes,” returned 
to Palestine, 
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6. Mr. Wilkinson says that the statement of Esdras 
‘contradicts Josephus.’’ But does it? Esdras pro- 
bably records the escape, or migration, of a section— 
probably the main body—of the Ten Tribes ; and when 
they set forth to trek to Ar-Sareth which is in the South 
of Russia, they probably left many of their brethren 
behind ; exactly as the Jews did, sixty-four years later, 
when they returned to Palestine from Babylon. 


7. Now the escape, or migration, from Assyria 
probably took place about B.c. 600. But Josephus lived 
and wrote about A.D. 70 ; and during the six hundred and 
seventy years which had elapsed from the time of the 
migration, there was ample time for those who remained 
in Assyria to become the ““immense multitude” of 
which Josephus wrote. 


III.—_EPHRAIM-ISRAEL ON THE MARCH. 


t. It should be borne in mind that in this whole 
question we are dealing with far-distant dates, when 
circumstances were widely different from what they are 
to-day. In the days of Ephraim-Israel’s Captivity and 
for many centuries after, the methods of recording 
historical events among heathen nations were of the most 
primitive nature. In addition to this, in the records 
themselves, there are wide gaps, along with much 
diversity and even confusion of names. Moreover, 
many historical records have been destroyed. 


2. In these days of daily newspapers, electricity, 
telegrams, telephones, wireless, motor cars, railways, 
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steamships, etc., it is almost impossible for us to put 
ourselves back into the circumstances of two thousand 
years or more ago, and to decide in accordance with our 
modern certainty what individuals or nations would be 
likely to do. What might appear impossible or even 
ridiculous to-day, might seem natural and even inevitable 
two millenniums ago. 

3. Ephraim-Israel, in their Captivity, were to be 
scattered among the nations, who, of course, were 
heathen nations. In such a case, it was inevitable that 
they would, more or less, imbibe their principles and 
maxims, adopt some of their customs, and become 
assimilated to them in many ways. 


4. It would be unreasonable to expect that, under 
these circumstances, they would retain their religion 
and their custom of circumcision, and that they would 
continue to speak the Hebrew language. 

On the last of these points, the Jews furnish us with a 
good illustration. For, when they returned from their 
seventy years of Babylonish Captivity, their knowledge 
of Hebrew was practically lost. 

How, then, can we expect that Ephraim-Israel, if 
discovered in the British Isles, will be found speaking 
their national tongue, especially after mixing for so many 
centuries with heathen nations and speaking their 
languages ? 

5. “ But,” it may be asked, ‘‘ what about the different 
names under which the clans or peoples in the early 
centuries of our Era, came into Britain? Is it possible 
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that these various clans or peoples could belong to one 
and the same race or nation?’ Why not? 


IV._MANY PEOPLES—BUT ONLY ONE STOCK. 


The fact is that, the various detachments of people 
who flowed into Britain in the early centuries of our 
Era, were all relations—all branches of the self-same 
race—as the following authorities shew :— 

The Vetus Chronicon Holsatiae says :— 


“The Jutes, Angles, and Saxons were kindred 
nations.”’ p. 54. 


Sir F. Palgrave says :— 


“ Britons, Anglo-Saxons, Danes, and Normans 
were all relations ; however hostile, they were 
all kinsmen.” LEnghsh Commonwealth 1., p. 35. 


The Medical Correspondent of The Times, June 6th, 
Ig16, quotes the British Medical Journal as saying :— 


“The more we dig into the physical character 
of the English, Scottish, Welsh and Irish peoples, 
the more do anthropologists become convinced 
that all four nationalities are compounded out of 
exactly the same racial stocks of mankind.” 


Professor Freeman, in his “ Origin of the English 
Nation,” says :— 

“Tribe after tribe, Angles, Saxons, Jutes, 
Frisians, poured across the sea to make new homes 
in the Isle of Britain. Thus grew up the English 
nation—a nation formed by the union of various 
tribes of the same stock. The Dane hardly needed 
assimilation: he was another kindred tribe, 
coming later than the others. Even the Norman 
was a kinsman,” 
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Dr. Thomas Nicholas, in his Pedigree of the English 
People, says :— 

“The researches of modern historians un- 
equivocally favour the opinion that under the 
names of Gauls, Gaels, Celts, Cimmerii, Cimbri, 
Cymry, Brython, Scots, and Picts—only one 
vace under different tribe or clan divisions, political 
organisations, and periods of existence is spoken 
of .... hence... . one people.” 


The words of Professor Huxley are most important :— 


“The invasion of the Saxons, the Goths, the 
Danes, and the Normans changed the language 
of Britain, but added no new physical element. 
Therefore, we should not talk of Celts and Saxons, 
for they are all one. I lose no opportunity of 
rooting up the false idea that the Celts and Saxons 
are different races. 

‘‘ All the detachments who flowed into Britain 
are branches of the self-same stock.’”’ Critiques 
and Addresses, pp. 176, 177. 

“The argument about the difference between 
the Anglo-Saxons and the Celts is a mere sham 
and a delusion.” Quoted in ‘‘ The Irish: Who 
are they ?” 


1. On this point, it must be remembered that when 
Ephraim-Israel in their wanderings, settled for any 
length of time amongst a foreign people, they would be 
likely, in those days, to call themselves by the name of 
that nation. 


The same custom prevails in our midst to-day, when 
an Englishman or a Scotchman settles in one of our 
Dominions or Colonies. He calls himself a Canadian, 
a New Zealander, or an Australian—although he rejoices 


EPHRAIM-ISRAEL'S WAT TO BRITAIN. 101 


in belonging to the Mother Country, and speaks of 
Britain as “‘ Home.’”’ Thesame custom would, doubtless, 
prevail, more or less, with Ephraim-Israel. 


2. Yet another important principle must be remem- 
bered, namely, that when Ephraim-Israel began to 
repent, to return to the Lord, and to call themselves by 
His Name, they would do this in the terms of the 
particular nation amongst whom they were located at 
the time, and whose language they spoke. 

This principle touches very closely the question of the 
different names by which Ephraim-Israel were known, 
at the various periods when, as separate tribes or claps, 
they arrived in this country. 

As Major B. de W. Welldon says :— 


“Few names are more different, at first sight, 
than the names by which the race became known 
in later history. Asa matter of fact, the names of 
Angles, Asar, Goths, and Israel are all merely 
translations of each other and are bound together 
by the name of God.” 


The Name of Godin Hebrew is EL —hence Israel. 


”? ” Diy IR 3d Getie ”» AN seers hiss Haiy Angle. 
» >”? »? ” ”? Norse ” AS “ieee ”? Asar. 
ae ” PR VEDE HE Gothic ” GUTH— 4” Goth. 


V.—HOW EPHRAIM-ISRAEL CAME TO 
BRITAIN. 
_ We are now in a position to enter more into detail as 
to the route of Ephraim-Israel by which Jehovah led 
them to Britain—the Appointed Place for their First 
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Restoration. Little did they know of the glorious 
destiny which awaited them and their successors. 


1. In due time after their escape from Assyria, they 
arrived at Ar-Sareth, which means “‘ the hill of Sareth.” 
Even to this day, one of the tributary streams which 
flows from the Carpathians bears the name of the River 
Sereth. Probably, this region is that of Ar-Sareth which 
is mentioned by Esdras. 

Ephraim-Israel evidently entered Europe about B.c. 
600, and their first settlements were North-West of the 
Black Sea. 


2. Now, we learn from Herodotus that, at this period, 
the great Scythian nation moved into that very district. 
They were a people of great prowess ; and the accounts 
which they gave of their past history, coupled with their 
“good laws” and their numerous special manners and 
customs, suggest that Ephraim-Israel and the Scythians 
were one and the same people. 

There are many points of resemblance, but the empha- 
tic point which connects the two nations is that, ‘‘ the 
Scythians entered Europe at the very epoch, by the 
self-same route, and from the identical district of Asia, 
at, by, and from which journeyed the Israelites of 
Esdras.” 


3. Gradually, these people spread North and West, 
until they would find the way open to the level stretches 
of Upper Germany into Scandinavia and Saxony. 

From these districts, in the fourth and following 
centuries A.D., Britain was largely peopled. 
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4. Scythia thus appears, from what Herodotus 
narrates, to be the home of the Ancestors of the Anglo- 
Saxon race. Odin was not a myth, but, evidently, a 
Scythian hero; and under him and his fellow-leaders, 
Europe was largely conquered. Under Scythian influence, 
Scandinavia had a high civilisation, while surrounding 
nations that were still under the Roman government, 
were in darkness and ignorance. 


5. The subject is far too large to deal with fully in 
these pages, and the reader is referred to the numerous 
works which deal specifically with it. 


But, looking back upon the two thousand, six hundred 
and forty-seven years of Ephraim’s special history since 
their Captivity, we may mention four links in the chain 
of events :— 

(x) The link from Samaria to Gozan in Assyria. 

(2) The link from the Araxes to Sareth. 

(3) The link from Dnieper to the Elbe and the 
Danish Straits. 


(4) The link from Scandinavia to Britain. 
6. It is to Sharon Turner and Paul du Chaillu that 
we are specially indebted for the information concerning 
the Scythian cradle of the Anglo-Saxon people. 


Mr. Wilkinson endeavours to discredit the evidence of 
these learned men. According to him, “Sharon 
Turner’s magnum opus has considerable merit, but not 
great authority ” ; and Paul du Chaillu’s “‘ hypothesis ”’ 
is “ unproved.” 
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7. But, in view of the wide and honoured reputation 
of those gentlemen and of the four following considera- 
tions, we maintain that their testimony ought to be 
accepted as unquestionable and indubitable :— 

(x) Neither Sharon Turner nor Paul du Chaillu were 
British-Israelites. They had no theoretical axe to 
grind. 

(2) Their discovery of our Anglo-Saxon identity with 
the Scythians was the result of independent and honest 
investigation into the archives of ancient history. 

(3) They had nothing to gain by the discovery or by 
announcing that discovery to the world. On the 
contrary, they would know that the announcement was 
sure to be met by hostile criticism and scorn. Even 
Mr. Wilkinson—one of the most gracious of men— 
pronounces the discovery as “ ridiculous.” 

(4) Their discovery was never disavowed on their 
part, and it has never been disproved. 
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CHAPTER XIII. 


“ Probability is the guide of life.” Bishop Butler. 


“* Probable evidence 1s capable of producing rational 
belief.” Dean Mansell. 


WHERE ARE THE TEN TRIBES NOW? 


Mr. Wilkinson’s thirteenth chapter, which deals 
with the above subject, need not detain us at any length, 
as some of its contents have already been answered in 
our previous pages. 


THE THREE STAGES OF THE CAPTIVITY. 


The Assyrian Captivity of Ephraim-Israel took 
place in three stages :— 

1. The first stage was under Tiglath Pileser, B.c. 741, 
when the Reubenites, the Gadites, and the half tribe 
of Manasseh were deported. 1 Chron. 5: 26. 

_ 2, The second stage was under Shalmaneser, B.c. 721. 
' This was the chief stage. 2 Kings 17: 5. 

3. The third stage was under Esar-Haddon, B.c. 676. 

Ezra 4: 2. 


' I—SOME FRUITLESS CONJECTURES. 


’ 


1. THE “ REMNANT” LEFT IN CANAAN. 


Mr. Wilkinson says that— 


“ After the deportation of the Ten-Tribed 
Kingdom to Assyria in 721 B.c., there were still 
larger numbers of the said Ten-Tribed Kingdom 
left in Canaan.” 
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The facts are these :-— 

1. Some members of the Ten-Tribed Kingdom were 
undoubtedly left behind. How this occurred, the Bible 
does not record. Probably, they were the poor and 
destitute, whom the conquerors did not think it worth 
while to carry away. But, tosay that “ larger numbers ” 
of the Ten-Tribes were left in Canaan than had been 
taken into Captivity, is a statement which is not war- 
ranted by Holy Scripture. Referring to the invasion by 
Shalmaneser, the Bible says :— 

“The Lord was very angry with Israel, and 
removed them out of his sight : there was none 
left but the tribe of Judah only -.... So 
Israel was carried away out of their own land to 
Assyria unto this day.” 2 Kings 17: 18, 23. 

2. This was a very complete deportation. Only the 
* Shebhet”’ of Judah was left—probably the “ House”’ of 
Judah, which included the tribe of Benjamin and the 
Levites. Evidently, there was not a single tribe of 
Israel left behind. Those who did remain are described 
as a “‘remnant.” 2 Chron. 34: 9. 


Dr. Robert Young—Mr. Wilkinson’s own authority— 
translates the passage thus :— 

“ None hath been left, only the tribe of Judah 
by ttself.”’ 

3. It was natural that this “ remnant ”’ of Ephraim- 
Israel should accept the royal invitations of Hezekiah 
and Josiah to join in the “ national festivals and the 
general worship of God.’’ But to infer from this that 
“they mingled with Judah,” that is, were merged with 
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them, is only Mr. Wilkinson’s conjecture. There is no 
Biblical evidence that, as a body, however small, they 
were either merged with the Jews, or that they even 
settled in Judah. 

4. We say this notwithstanding the fact that Senna- 
cherib, the King of Assyria, invaded Judah in the days 
of Hezekiah, and captured forty-six strong cities. An 
Assyrian monument contains an inscription which says 
that he carried away into Assyria two hundred thousand 
one hundred and fifty captives. The figures are probably 
much exaggerated, but Dr. Llewellyn Thomas says :— 


“ Tt is well to bear in mind that there were with 
the captives of Israel in Assyria a very consider- 
able section of Judah and Benjamin with Levites, 
altogether apart and distinct from the Jews of 
the Babylonish Captivity of more than a century 
later. These were Jews, and the date was at 
least one hundred and twenty years before the 
Babylonish Captivity of Judah.” * 


2. A QUESTION OF NAMES. 


Mr. Wilkinson reminds us that at the return from the 
Babylonish Captivity— 

“Those who remained in Persia were called 
Jews, and those who returned to Judea are 
frequently called Israel.” 

We reply that— 

1. Of course, they were called “ Jews”; for the 
simple reason that they were the descendants of the 
Jews who, seventy years before, had been carried away 
as captives to Babylon. 


* God and my Birthright, p. 196. 
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z. As to those who returned to Jerusalem being 
called “ Israel,”’ the inspired books of Ezra and Nehe- 
miah shew clearly that it was only Judah and Benjamin 
with Levites who returned. To them the term “‘ Israel ” 
is sometimes applied; for the tribe of Benjamin was 
loaned to Judah, and Simeon was located in the territory 
of Judah before their captivity. These points are fully 
dealt with in chapter VIII. of this treatise. 

3. There is no Biblical evidence, on the one hand, 
that Ephraim-Israel at any time ‘‘ became merged with 
Judah,” or, on the other hand, that the Jews who re- 
mained behind in Persia became incorporated with the 
descendants of the Ten-Tribed Kingdom. 


3. THE TESTIMONY OF ESDRAS REJECTED. 


With reference to the escape, or migration of Israel to 
Ar-Sareth about the year B.c. 600, we are profoundly 
surprised that Mr. Wilkinson should refuse to believe 
that that event took place. He says :— 

“No migration of the Ten-Tribed Kingdom of 
Israel, other than that of their number who 
participated in the restoration to Judea in 536, 
had taken place before the first century A.D.” 

To this we reply that— 

1. Ephraim-Israel—so far as the testimony of the 
Bible goes—took no part whatever in the “ restoration 
to Judea.” It is merely a conjecture of Mr. Wilkinson’s. 

2. In refusing to believe in the escape to Ar-Sareth, 
Mr. Wilkinson rejects the clear and definite testimony of 
Esdras, which is generally accepted as absolutely reliable, 
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3. There is no contradiction between the statements 
of Esdras and Josephus. Both statements are true ; but 
they refer to different periods and to different events. 
Esdras is to be trusted when he informs us of the escape 
of a large body of the Ten Tribes to Ar-Sareth, about 
B.C. 600 ; and Josephus is to be equally trusted when he 
informs us that, six hundred and seventy years after that 
escape, the descendants of those who remained in Assyria 
had by that time become “ an immense multitude.” 

Il.—HOW TO FIND THE TEN TRIBES. 
1. ADMIT THAT THEY WERE “ LOST.” 

Some of God’s devoted servants actually deny that 
Ephraim-Israel has ever been “ lost.’’ So we venture to 
draw their attention to the Margin of Isaiah 27 : 13 in the 
Revised Version :— 

; “ Tt shall come to pass in that day, that a great 
trumpet shall be blown ; and they shall come which 
were Jost in the land of Assyria.” 

The same Hebrew word—’abhad—is used of Saul’s 
temporarily ‘“‘lost”’ asses. 1 Sam. 9g: 3, 20. 


2. SEEK FOR THEM IN THE RIGHT PLACE. 

Where is that? The answer is two-fold; and, on 
reflection, it will be seen to be as simple as it is reasonable. 
The right place is— 

1. God’s Book of Prophecy.—‘‘ Search the Scriptures.” 
See therein Ephraim-Israel’s grievous apostasy, followed 
by gracious restoration, Christian position, wealth, 
multitudinousness, military power, naval supremacy, 
Colonial expansion, Universal Empire. 
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2. God’s Book of History.—Prophecy is history fore- 
told; and history is prophecy fulfilled. Hence, we 
invite our readers to survey the general history of the 
nations of the world, and especially the wonderful 
history of the British Isles, during the last one hundred 
and fifty years. 


8. THE PROPHETICAL MIRROR. 


That survey ought to convince any one of the fact 
that the prophecies concerning Ephraim-Israel have 
never been fulfilled in the history of the Jews. 

Have they ever received fulfilment in the history of 
any other nation? Yea, verily. When Britain with her 
world-wide Empire surveys those marvellous prophecies, 
it is as if she were gazing into a Divine mirror. Therein, 
she beholds with amazement and gratitude her own face 
and form; and humbly, tremblingly, but joyfully, she 
exclaims :— 


“CAN IT BE THAT I AM EPHRAIM-ISRAEL !” 
4. A GREAT MISTAKE. 


x. Mr. Wilkinson fills close upon five pages with 
extracts from an Address by Colonel Sir Thomas Holdich, 
which was delivered nine years ago. The Address is 
learned and interesting ; but it begins at the wrong end. 

Instead of commencing with the Biblical-restoration- 
signs of Ephraim-Israel, and enquiring if, in any nation, 
those signs are manifested, Sir Thomas ranges through 
the East in search of some race or races which might 
bear, what he calls, the “‘ racial impress,” and “ cast of 
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countenance,’’ and the “‘ physical appearance’ of the 
Jews. In other words, he, practically, turns away from 
the prophecies of the Bible, rejects the evidence of 
Esdras, and resorts largely to the arena of ethnology for 
his proofs that the people whom he mentions as possessing 
these Jewish physical characteristics are descendants of 
the Ten Tribes ! 

2. Of course, as Sir Thomas rejects the evidence of 
Esdras and assumes that Ephraim-Israel possesses the 
same ‘‘ cast of countenance ”’ as the Jews, we are not 
surprised at his conclusion. But that conclusion is 
based upon premises that cannot stand the test of 
critical examination. 

3. The subject of the Ten Tribes has for many years 
been a fascinating study to Eastern travellers ; and some 
strange theories have been propounded by them. But, 
most of these gentlemen have been misled by beginning 
at the wrong end—exploring ethnology, rather than 
studying the testimony of the Word of God. 


It has never been proved that Ephraim-Israel had the 
same “cast of countenance” as the Jews. Ignoring 
this fact, travellers have located the Ten Tribes in all 
sorts of places, where they happen to have come across 
the Jewish “cast of countenance.” They tell us that 
they have found them in China, in India, near the Caspian 
Sea, in Afghanistan, Mexico, Peru, North America, and 
even among the gypsies of Southern Europe. 

Sir Thomas locates them specially in Armenia ; but 


one remark will apply to all the theories mentioned, 
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namely: that the so-called discoveries of the Ten Tribes 
are nothing more than the finding of descendants of the 
Jews, who have wandered far and wide through the 
world—as it was prophesied that they would do. 


III.—HAS EPHRAIM-ISRAEL BEEN ABSORBED 
BY JUDAH? 


1. MR. WILKINSON’S CHIEF FOUNDATION, 


It is an integral point in Mr. Wilkinson’s case against 
the British-Israel position, that Ephraim-Israel have 
been merged, or intermingled, with Judah, so that the 
Jews are the lineal representatives of the Twelve Tribes. 
He admits, however, that outside Judah there are Ten- 
Tribed elements, who will some day be gathered in, and 
will unite with Judah. But the whole of his position is 
based upon the supposed foundation of the absorption 
of the Ten Tribes by the Jews. This hypothesis is 
baseless, as will be seen by the following correspondence. 

Whatever the failings of our brethren the Jews— 
whom we all hold in deep affection—they certainly know 
their origin, and the tribes of which they are constituted. 


2. THE CHIEF RABBI’S REFUTATION, 
Mr. Merton Smith’s Letter. 


The Rev. Merton Smith wrote as follows to the Chief 
Rabbi, on the 15th November, 1918 :— ; 

“x. Are the people known as the Jews 

throughout the world the descendants of Judah 


and Levi; or is there a known admixture of other 
Tribes ? 
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“2. If so, in what proportion, and what 
authority is there for saying so? 

“3. If not, what has become of the other 
Tribes, and where, according to your knowledge 
are they? 

“4. If that is unknown, where were they 
when Judah last knew of them? Does the 
orthodox Judahism still look for the recovery of 

‘ the Twelve Tribes at some future date? ’’~ 


The Chief Rabbi’s Reply. 


Office of the Chief Rabbi, 
18th November, 1918. 


“In reply to your letter of 15th inst., I am 
desired by the Chief Rabbi to state :— 

“z, The people known at present as Jews are 
descendants of the Tribes of Judah and Benjamin, 
with a certain number of descendants of the Tribe 
of Levi. 

“2, As far as is known there is not any further 
admixture of other Tribes. 

* The Ten Tribes have been absorbed among 
the Nations of the world. See 2 Kings, chapter 
17: more especially verses 22, 23. 

“4. We look forward to the gathering of all 
the Tribes at some future day. See Isaiah 27: 
I2, 13; and Ezekiel 37: 15-18.” 


Signed by the Chief Rabbi’s Secretary. 


This is a complete answer to those who still vainly 
imagine and constantly so preach—that the Ten Tribes 
became intermingled with the Jews at the time the latter 
returned to Palestine from their seventy years of Captivity. 
This letter is the pronouncement of one who is at the 
head of the people of Judah, and cannot be ignored. 


204 BRITISH-ISRAEL TRUTH DEFENDED. 


CHAPTER XIV. 


“It is the glory of God to conceal a thing, but the 
glory of kings to search out a matter.” Proverbs 25:1. 


ETHNOLOGY AND LANGUAGE. 


British-Israelites maintain— 

I. That the Anglo-Saxon race are the lineal descen- 
dants of Ephraim-Israel, or the Ten Tribes. 

2. That the main body of the Ten Tribes escaped 
from their Assyrian Captivity about the year 600 B.c.— 
such escape being proved by the testimony of Esdras. 

3. That, after centuries of wandering, they arrived in 
the British Isles under various names, all belonging, 
however, to one stock. 


Having dealt with Mr. Wilkinson’s Biblical and his- 
torical objections, we now proceed to consider— 


I—THE QUANDARY OF ETHNOLOGY. 


Mr. Wilkinson contends, in his fourteenth chapter, that 
Britons cannot possibly be the descendants of the Ten 
Tribes, because they do not possess “‘ the racial impress,” 
that is, “‘ the cast of countenance ”’ of the Jews. 

This is one of the commonest arguments against the 
British-Israel position; and it is one of the weakest. 
It is a purely ethnological question, upon which Mr. 
Wilkinson himself, with commendable frankness, makes— 


AN IMPORTANT ADMISSION 


which practically nullifies his own contention. He 
says :— 
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“It must be admitted at once that the ethnolo- 
gical origins of the races forming the population 
of Great Britain lie im considerable obscurity. 


“Whether we deal with the ancient Britons, 
the Celts, the Romans, the Saxons, the Norsemen 
or the Normans, we have little but comparative 
philology to guide us.” 

In this admission, Mr. Wilkinson, practically, surrenders 
the whole of his ethnological case. 


A BASELESS CONJECTURE. 


Mr. Wilkinson assumes that Ephraim-Israel possessed 
the same physiognomy, “racial impress,” or ‘‘ cast of 
countenance” as the Jews. But did they? It is a 
groundless conjecture on his part, which is evident from 
the following considerations :— 

1. No one knows with any certainty what were 
the original features or “ cast of countenance ”’ of any of 
the Twelve Tribes. 

2. The wife of Joseph—the father of Ephraim and 
his brother Manasseh—was not a Hebrew, but an 
Egyptian. Her descendants, therefore, were likely to 
present some considerable variety of feature from the 
descendants of Sarah, the Hebrew wife of Abraham. 
The same principle applies, to some extent, to Jacob ; 
for his twelve sons were descended from four mothers— 
Leah, Rachel, Zilpah, Bilhah. 

3. The Jews in England and in Western Europe are 
not the original representatives and types of their race. 
Since the fusion of the Idumeans and Jews under John 
Hyrcanus, and, probably, through the union of Syrians 
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and others, the Jews, as we know them, are a mixed 
tace.* 

4. From the following points, it appears probable that 
the original Jewish features approximated more to our 
own :— 

(r) David, when a youth, is described in the Bible as 
“ruddy, and withal of a beautiful countenance, and 
goodly to look to.” Esther was “ fair and beautiful.” 
Daniel and his companions were “ fairer and fatter in 
flesh than all who ate of the king’s meat.” 1 Sam. 16: 
12; Esther 2: 7; Daniel i: 4-15. 

(2) Holman Hunt, the eminent artist, in his cele- 
brated picture, depicts our Lord as possessing clear 
olive-tinted skin, blue eyes, and auburn hair. When he 
was asked why he had not given Him what is generally 
considered to be the Jewish type of features, he replied 
that— 


“‘ After careful study and observation im the 
country, he believed that the type of the nation 
then approached nearer to the Anglo-Saxon than 
any other, except that the warmer climate of 
Palestine gave a more olive tint to the com- 
plexion.”’ 


(3) Sir J. Gardner Wilkinson says :— 


“The Jews of the East to this day often have 
red hair and blue eyes, with a nose of delicate 
form and nearly straight, and are quite unlike 
their brethren in Europe; and the children in 
modern Jerusalem have the pink and white 
complexion of Europeans. It is the Syrians 


*« Josephus Antiq., 13: 9, 1. 
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who have the large nose that strikes us as the 
peculiarity of Western Israelites. This prominent 
feature was always a characteristic of the Syrians, 
but not of the ancient, nor of the modern, Jews of 
Judea.’’* 

The effect of racial admixtures would inevitably be to 
produce new types of physiognomy, which, in various 
forms and degrees, would differ from the original stock, 
whatever that stock may have been. 

Therefore, we maintain that the ethnological argument, 
which Mr. Wilkinson so frequently mentions, as one of 
his sheet anchors, should be ruled out of court in this 
part of the discussion. 

Indeed, it is unreasonable, as well as anti-historic in 
the presence of the above facts and considerations, to 
expect that the Gaels of Scotland, or the Saxons, or the 
Scandinavians—although Semitic, and forming elements 
of the British population—would exhibit outstanding 
marks of Semitic type. 


Il—THE PROBLEM OF LANGUAGE. 


Mr. Wilkinson, although he often refers to ethnology, 
evidently feels that the argument in that quarter is weak ; 
hence he says :— 


“We have little but comparative philology to 
gilideus...... The British-Israel theory is 
unable to present any proofs of common traditions 
or common language between the composite 
population of Great Britain and the pure-blooded 
stock of the ancient Ten-Tribed Kingdom.” 


* Ancient Egyptians, vol. 2: 198, 
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Our reply is as follows :— 


1, AFFINITY OF TRADITIONS. 

In judging of this matter, the religious contrast 
between Ephraim-Israel and Judah should be carefully 
noticed. Most of the sacred books of the Old Testament 
were written after the Assyrian Captivity, and, so far as 
we can discover, were never in the possession of the 
Ten Tribes. 

It was far different with Judah, under the influence of 
Ezra and his successors, who possessed and preserved all 
the Hebrew writings. No such movement marked the 
history of Ephraim-Israel. Their religion, their Sacred 
Books, their language, their very name—all were “lost.” 
They became as the heathen, as Gentiles, as Goyim. 
Thus, the objections of Mr. Wilkinson, based on the 
alleged absence of Hebrew affinities of tradition will be 
seen to be unreasonable. 


2. AFFINITY OF LANGUAGE. 

There is a close affinity between the Saxon vocabulary 
and the Hebrew language. 

1. Old Anglo-Saxon words are found side by side 
with Hebrew words in Bishop Ulphila’s translation of the 
New Testament for the Maeso-Goths, A.D. 360. 

2. The Rev. Jacob Tomlin, in his Comparative 
Vocabulary of Forty-eight Languages, says :— 

“About one-fourth of the words in our own 
Saxon tongue bears an affinity with the Hebrew, 
in a primary or secondary degree. Not only in 


words does this close affinity exist between our 
original mother-tongue and the Hebrew; but in 
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the arrangement of ideas and in the simple 
structure of the sentences it has also a near 
agreement.” 


3. Tyndale, the Protestant martyr, in prefacing his 
translation of the Bible, says :— 
“The properties of the Hebrew tongue agree a 


thousand times more with the English than with 
the Latin.” 


4. Mr. John Wilson, a reliable authority, in his 
Lecture on the Languages of Europe, says :— 

“The basis of the English language may, to a 

remarkable extent, be found in the Hebrew. 


Many of our most common words, and names of 
familiar objects, are almost pure Hebrew.” 


5. Canon Lyson has compiled a list of four thousand 
Hebrew words from our English dictionaries. He says :— 
“The Hebrew is the structure on which the 

English language was built.” 

This affinity between the Hebrew and Anglo-Saxon 
languages is a most impressive fact. It is so close and so 
extensive that it appears to many profound linguists to 
indicate not merely social contact; but actual identifica- 
tion. 

In looking back, therefore, on Mr. Wilkinson’s remarks 
regarding ethnology and language, it will be evident to 
our readers that he is not supported by facts. Hence, it 
will be seen also that those remarks furnish no evidence 
against Britain’s ethnological and linguistic connection 
with the Ten Tribes. 
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III—ARE BRITONS IDENTICAL WITH 
GERMANS ? 


Closely connected with the questions of ethnology and 
language, there arises the problem of the origin of the 
British nation. 

1. British-Israelites maintain that the Anglo-Saxons, 
as descendants of the Ten Tribes of Israel, were Semites. 
Mr. Wilkinson appears to teach that they were Aryans. 

The Aryans were an ancient race in Central Asia. 
In very remote times, they migrated westward, and 
became—so it is supposed—the ancestors of many of 
the modern nations and languages, from Germanic to 
Sanscrit. 

2. There is a general, but, mistaken, belief that 
Britons were Aryans, and that they are a branch of the 
German family of nations. Mr. Wilkinson appears to 
hold this idea ; for he says :— 

“Though these Indo-Germamic tribes — the 
original basis alike of Celtic and Anglo-Saxon 
stock—were oriental like Israel, their traceable 
history is none the less entirely distincc.”’ 

That the early Britains were not a branch of the 
German family of nations, is confirmed by the following 
authorities :— 

x. Herbert Bruce Hannay, in his European and Other 
Race-Origins, p. 244, SsaysSi— _.. 

“‘T deny that the Germans and the English are 
ethnically identical.” 

2. Professor Sir Walter Raleigh, of Oxford University, 
in 1914, wrote as follows :— 
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“The alleged close kinship of England and 
Germany is based on bad history and doubtful 
theory.” 


3. Dr. Keith, F.R.S., in the Graphic of December 
4th, 1915, said :— 


“Tt is undeniable, from an anthropologist’s 
point of view, that British and Germans belong to 


opposite European types.” 
4. Dr. Latham, in his Ethnology of the British Islands, 
p. 217, says :— 


“Throughout the whole length and breadth of 

Germany, there is not one village, hamlet, or 

_ family which can shew definite signs of descent 
from the Continental ancestors of the Angles of 
England.” 

5. Professor W. J. Ripley, in his work, The Races 
of Europe, states :— 

“Ethnological comparison proves that the 
Anglo-Saxon peoples must be of an entirely 
different stock from the present German race, and 
that they, therefore, do not belong to the Teuton 
stock.” 

8. Mr. Wilkinson produces no valid argument against 
the Semite origin of the Anglo-Saxon race. Their proved 
non-German kinship, — although it does not prove their 
identity with the Ten Tribes—does remove a widely felt 
difficulty on the part of many in accepting the British- 
Israel position. 
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CHAPTER XV. 


 Pyove all things ; hold. fast that which is good.” 
I Thessalonians 5: 21. 


IRISH LEGENDS AND THE CORONATION STONE. 


About one hundred and thirty-four years after the 
Ten Tribes were deported to Assyria, the Babylonish 
Captivity took place. The Kingdom of Judah was thus 
destroyed. The sons of King Zedekiah were slain 
before his eyes. He was then rendered totally blind, 
and was carried in brazen chains to Babylon. 

Zedekiah was the last King of Judah: but there still 
remained the Divine promise :— 

“ Thus saith Jehovah, David shall never want 
a man to sit upon the throne of the house of 
Israel.”’. Jer..33: 17. 
How, then, was this Divine promise to be fulfilled ? 

The answer involves the romance of the Irish legends 
concerning the prophet Jeremiah and the two daughters 
of Zedekiah. It also involves the romance of the 
Coronation Stone. 

Now, all questions of history and tradition are matters 
requiring protracted and learned research, for which not 
many are qualified. But a few godly and learned men 
have spent years in the study of these questions. There 
is now a voluminous literature ; and, after full investiga- 
tion, we believe that the following are the facts concerning 
the legends referred to ; as set forth by British-Israelites : 


“ That the Irish language is largely of Hebrew 
origin; that the prophet Jeremiah took charge of 
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the daughters of Zedekiah at the time of Nebuchad- 
nezzar’s conquest of Jerusalem and fled with 
them to Ireland; that he there married one of 
them to Eochaid the King; that he became 
himself the patriarch of Ireland; that he, 
further, had charge of the Ark of the Covenant 
and Jacob’s pillow; that the latter was after- 
wards brought to England after the battle of 
Dunbar by Edward I.; and that all English 
monarchs since then have been crowned upon it.” 

As to whether Jeremiah and the daughters of Zedekiah 
did come to Ireland after they had fled from Palestine 
to Egypt, Mr. Wilkinson frankly confesses that he 
* cannot prove that they did not.” Weighty traditions, 
which are often the most valuable evidence, testify that 
they did. 

That Jeremiah lived on and worked on somewhere 
to a patriarchal old age is surely indicated by the vision 
of the gray-haired prophet which was granted to 
Maccabeeus ; and if he did not remove the Ark, along 
with the other sacred relics to Ulster, it is still hidden 
away somewhere in Mount Pisgah.* 

To stigmatise the faith of British-Israelites in such 
matters by the term “ grotesque’ does not commend 
itself to our judgment. There is such a thing as “an 
instinct of faith.” Moreover, many things which have 
been called ‘‘ grotesque ” have proved themselves, after 
fuller enquiry, to be historical facts and even scientific 
marvels. 

Could there ever be a more “grotesque” story 


* 2Macc. 15: 13-16; 2: 1-8. 
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than the one concerning the boy who was rescued from 
the pit in the wilderness ; sold as a slave to the Ishmael- 
ites; and lodged in jail for two years as a criminal ; 
could any one reasonably imagine that that boy would 
one day be second in authority to King Pharaoh himself ; 
that he would become the head of the House of Joseph 
and the progenitor of the Northern Kingdom! The idea 
would have been thought “‘ grotesque,’’ nevertheless, it 
was a fact. 

In our judgment, there is nothing ‘‘ grotesque and 
improbable ”’ in the faith which accepts these traditions. 
On the contrary, as the tribe of Dan, several centuries 
before, had settled in Ireland, and had become a powerful 
people, it was natural and reasonable that the prophet 
Jeremiah should flee for refuge to that country at that 
time of crisis ; should take with him the two princesses ; 
should marry Tamar Tephi to King Eochaid, and thus 
secure the fulfilment of the Divine promise concerning 
the perpetual throne of David—even if it were to be by 
the female line. 
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CHAPTER XVI. 


“ Thou spakest also with Thy mouth, and hast fulfilled 
it with Thine hand, as it is this day.” 1 Kings 8: 24. 


CORRESPONDENCES ; OR THE LOCK AND THE 
KEY. 


This chapter deals with the Correspondences which 
exist between the promises made to Israel and the 
present condition of the British Empire. 


AN ILLUSTRATION. 


Some time ago, I paid a visit to the warehouse of a 
trunk manufacturer. The trunks were of all sizes, makes, 
and shapes. But I noticed that every trunk had its 
key, or keys. And I thought: It is just like that with 
God’s promises to Ephraim-Israel. The promises are the 
lock, and the national history is the key. 

Bring the promises and the British history together ; 
and, lo, they correspond, and fit each other like lock 
and key. Indeed, the correspondence is so close that, 
just as we perceive that the key is made for the very 
purpose of fitting the lock, so the national history has 
taken place, under Divine direction and guidance, for 
the very purpose of fulfilling, or fitting into, the Divine 
promises. 


I.—EPHRAIM-ISRAEL AND THE PROMISES. 


When we carefully examine the ancient promises, we 
see that— 


| 


—S= 


216 BRITISH-ISRAEL TRUTH DEFENDED, 


Some were made to individuals—Abraham, Isaac, 
Jacob. 

Some were made to the Twelve Tribes, as a whole. 

Some were made to the Ten Tribes, specially and 
alone, after the disruption in the year 975 B.C. 

1. But it is important to observe that, even in the 
case of the Twelve-Tribed promises, many of them have 
never been fulfilled in the history of the Jews—that is to 
say, the Kingdom of Judah. But they have been 
abundantly fulfilled in the history of Ephraim-Israel, or 
the Ten Tribes. This was, evidently, the Divine 
intention. 

2. Upto the year 975 B.c. Israel was a united nation ; 
therefore, up to that date it was a necessity that. the 
prophets should address them as such. But God, who 
foresaw the disruption and the formation of the Ten- 
Tribed Kingdom, had His hidden purposes as to how, 
when, and by whom the promises were to be realised. 

3. Of course, in the case of promises which were made 
specially to the Ten Tribes, the fulfilment has been, or will 
be, realised only by them. These special promises are 
numerous; and there are other promises which were 
made to Israel as a whole, which, after the disruption, 
were specifically repeated to Ephraim-Israel. 

4. As to the interpretation of these promises, there 
ought to be no question. Although their terms are 
figurative, their meaning is literal. Moreover, all the 
indications point to a fulfilment in the present Christian 
Dispensation, before the Second Advent of our Lord, 
and before the millennial era. . 
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5. Mr. Wilkinson states that he does not “ deny the 
quite remarkable character of the British race and 
Empire’’; and he says that “it is an outstanding 
ethnological and political phenomenon.” But he fails 
to account for the phenomenon. The reasons which he 
gives do not meet the case. Hence, we beg, with all 
respect, to ask, What explanation can be given other 
than the fact that, the “ gigantic phenomenon ” 
some remarkable way correspondent to the promises 


made to Ephraim-Israel ? 


is in 


IJ.—EPHRAIM-ISRAEL’S IDENTIFICATION 
WITH BRITAIN. 


Let us now consider what was prophesied in regard to 
the future of Israel—that is, the House of Ephraim- 
Israel—in the “ latter days,” or the Christian Dispensa- 
tion. But, let us bear in mind that the “ birthright ”’ of 
Reuben devolved upon Joseph, and not upon any of the 
other sons of Jacob. Thus, from Joseph, the “ birth- 
right promises and blessings ’’ descended upon Ephraim 
—such as those immediately following. 


THE CORRESPONDENCIES. 
What Ephraim-Israel was to be. What the British Empire is. 


A great and mighty nation. Gen. 12: 2. 
Possessing the “‘ gate ’’ of his enemies. Gen. 22: 17. 
A nation and “ the fulness of the nations.” Gen. 36: 11. 


Under the New Covenant—in a national sense, Christians. 
Hos. 1:10; 2: 23; Isa. 44: 21, 22; Jer. 31 ; 31-34. 


Ephraim-Israel—" chief of the nations.” Jer. 31:"7. 


pee 


6; 


10. 


11. 


12. 


13. 


14, 
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Manasseh-Israel is to be ‘‘a great people,’’ but Ephraim- 
Israel is to be “‘ greater than he,’’ and to become “ the’ 
fulness of the nations.’ Gen. 48: 19; Rom. 11: 26. 

Both Manasseh and Ephraim to become immensely populous, 
as ‘“‘ the stars of heaven’”’ for multitude, as ‘‘ the sand 
upon the sea shore,” as ‘‘ the dust of the earth,” and 
“increasing as fishes doincrease.” Gen. 22:17; 13:16; 
48: 16; Isa. 10: 22; 54: 1-3; Hos..1: 10. 

The people of the House of Israel were to be planted in a 
place of their own, to move no more, and to be no more 
afflicted by “ the children of wickedness,” their enemies— 
2 Sam. 7: 10; And there to dwell alone; having been 
“wanderers among the nations’’—Hos. 9: 17; from 
whence they have been “ sifted ’’ out—Amos. 9: 9; and 
“gathered out’ from among the nations wherein they 
had been “ scattered.” —Ezek. 20: 35-41. 

In ‘‘ the islands of the sea ’’—Isa. 11: 11; 24:15; “the 
isles afar off ’’—Jer. 31: 10; Isa. 66: 19; in the “ north 
country ’’—Jer. 3: 18; 31:7, 8; also in the ‘ West ’— 
Hos. 11: 10; which is the ‘‘ Appointed Place.” This 
place is to become too limited in area for their immensely 
increasing numbers. ‘‘ The place is to strait for me.” 
Isa. 49 : 20. 

Of Joseph, who had the “ birthright,” he said: “ He shall 
push the people together to the ends of the earth; and 
they are the ten thousands of Ephraim, and they are the 
thousands of Manasseh.”’ Deut. 33: 17. 

A great maritime people, whose “ seed shall be in many 
waters ’’—‘‘the chief navigators of the world.” Num. 
24:7; Ps. 89: 25. 

Ephraim-Israel was to be unconquerable as a military 
power—their national emblems being the Lion and the 
Unicorn, Micah 5: 8; Num. 23: 24; 24: 9; Deut. 
35:17; 49:9. 

A means of blessing to all other nations. Micah 5: 7; 
Gen. 12: 3. Blossoming and budding, and filling the 
face of the world with fruit. Isa. 27: 6; 43: 7-21; 
Matt. 21: 43. 

God’s witnesses to the world and His messengers of salva- 

« tion tothe heathen. Isa. 43:1, 10, 12, 21; 44:1-8. ~ 
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15. Possessing a great heathen, or non-Christian Empire. 
Ps. 111: 6. 

16. Possessed of enormous wealth, and thereby enabled to lend 
to all nations, but to borrow of none; also to rule over 
many nations, but never to beruled over by them. Deut. 
Sa kSiy. 16':,6, 

17. To possess “‘ the ships of Tarshish,’’ in order to be able to 
take back their brethren of Judah to Palestine. Isa. 
60: 9. 

18. Observing the Sabbath ; thus shewing that they possess the 
“sign of the Sabbath,’”’ given only to Israel, as a sign 
between the Lord and the children of Israel for ever, fora 
perpetual Covenant. Ex. 31: 13, 16, 17; Ezek. 20: 
12-20. 

19. So highly blessed above all people, that they are to be 
known ‘‘as the seed whom the Lord hath blessed.” 
Isa. 61: 9. 

When we allow these promises to Ephraim-Israel to 
have their due weight upon our minds, it seems to us that 
we cannot do so without gratefully and humbly linking 
them as Correspondences with the British Empire, in 
whose history, wealth, multitudinousness, maritime 
power, missionary enterprise, Colonial Dominion, and 
world-wide authority, those promises are being fulfilled 
to-day. Is there any other way of accounting for the 
supremacy of our vast-flung Dominions? To talk of 
character and heredity in this connection is wholly 
insufficient. 

The illustrious Evangelist, John Wesley, had the 
honour of recalling Israel to vital faith; and when— 
as he yielded up his soul to his Redeemer—the dying 
saint exclaimed: ‘‘ The best of all 1s that God is with 
us, he, in those words, all unknowingly, explained the 


existence of the Universal British Empire. 
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CHAPTER XVII. 
“ Buy the truth, and sell it not.” Proverbs 23: 23. 


MR. WILKINSON’S “ POSITIVE ARGUMENTS.” 
A FRANK ADMISSION. 


Mr. Wilkinson concludes his book by quoting in full 
a letter from Mr. Thomas D. Stockdale, of Glasgow. 
He adopts the letter, and highly commends what he 
terms its “positive arguments’ against the British- 
Israel position. 


The letter is excellent fram an opponent’s stand- 
point ; but it is seriously discounted by the fact that 
the writer felt constrained to make this frank admission 
concerning British-Israel Truth :— 


“T cannot claim any special knowledge of the 
subject, nor have I studied it at all deeply.” 


ae 


1. WERE THE TEN TRIBES “ LOST”? 


The letter implies that the term “Jost” is not a 
Scriptural one. But what are the facts? Ephraim- 
Israel were “scattered amongst the heathen.” They 
actually forgot their name, their language, their 
religion and their identity. Moreover, the Margin of 
the Revised Version of Isaiah 27: 13 distinctly applies 
to them the word “Jos#.’”” And our Lord evidently 
regarded them as ‘“‘lost”; for He told His disciples 
to go and preach to “the lost sheep of the House of 
Israel.”” 


? ae 
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2. “LOST,” BUT NOW FOUND ! 


After being ‘‘ wanderers,” ‘‘ scattered,” ‘‘ hidden,” 
and “lost” for century after century, they were led 
by the hand of God into the Appointed Place—the 
British Isles. Under the influence of the Gospel of 
Christ, they have been rebetrothed. In a national 
sense they are now “the sons of the living God”; 
and multitudes of British-Israelites, with grateful 
amazement, are now rejoicing in the conviction of 
Ephraim-Israel’s identity with the Anglo-Saxon race 
in the world-wide British Empire. 


8. EPHRAIM-ISRAEL OR JUDAH—WHICH ? 


The writer of the letter quotes Hosea 3: 4, which 
predicts that— 

“ The children of Israel shall abide many days 
without king, and without prince, and without 
sacrifice, and without pillar, and without ephod 
or teraphim.” 

1. Now, if this malediction, at the time it was 
written, was intended to apply to the Twelve Tribes 
as a whole, it is manifest that its tenure would last 
only so long as they remained in idolatry and dis- 
obedience. It follows, therefore, that it no longer can 
apply to Israel of the Ten Tribes ; for, nationally, they 
have, through the New Covenant, been restored to the 
Divine favour and blessing. 

2. But, alas! the malediction still applies to the 
kingdom of unbelieving Judah; and it is an exact 
picture of the present condition of the Jews. Indeed, 
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there are strong reasons for the common belief that, 
prophetically, the malediction was intended to apply 
to the Kingdom of Judah only, and not to the other 
House at all. 

3. The words which we have put in italics evidently 
limit the application of the malediction to the Kingdom 
of Judah only. The “ephod”’ was a principal part 
of the official dress of the Jewish High-priest. In the 
time of Samuel and Saul an inferior ‘“‘ ephod”’ was worn 
by all priests. After the tirhe of David, priestly 
functions could only be discharged at Jerusalem, in 
the Kingdom of Judah. 

4. But the time for the Second or Palestinian 
Restoration draweth nigh, when to our Jewish brethren 
—Judah-Israel—the prophecy will be fulfilled :— 

“* Afterward, shall the children of Israel return, 
and seek the Lord their God, and David their 


King; and shall come with fear unto the Lord 
and to His goodness 1m the latter days.” Hos. 3: 5. 


4, THE ALONENESS OF EPHRAIM-ISRAEL. 


It is quite true, as the writer of the letter reminds 
us, that it was predicted of Israel that— 

“The people shall dwell alone, and shall not 

be reckoned among the nations.” Num. 23: 9. 

But, as we have shewn in chapter IV., this aloneness 

does not indicate a pharisaic separation and a selfish 

isolation. Just the opposite. It means that they 

would be so distinguished and eminent in multitudinous- 

ness, wealth, military and naval power, missionary 
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enterprise, and world-wide moral influence and authority, 
that no nation could be compared with them in these 
respects. 

This description exactly defines and agrees with the 
position, mission, and beneficent service of the British 
Empire. 

5. “ FEW IN NUMBER.” 


Although some promises which were made to God’s 
chosen people were unconditional, there were others 
that were not so. For instance, we read :— 

“Tf ye walk contrary to me, and will not 
hearken unto me, I will make you few in number.”’ 
Ley. 26 > 22. 

1. Now, unquestionably, this malediction rested 
upon the Ten Tribes for centuries, when, in foreign 
lands, they lost their name, their language and their 
religion, relapsed into paganism, and became to all 
intents and purposes goyim—a heathen people. Plague, 
pestilence and famine would decimate them, under the 
judgment of God, from whom they were “‘ divorced.” 

2. But, under the influence of the redeeming love 
of the Lord Jesus, idolatry was abandoned ; lo-ammui, 
not my people, was changed to ammi, my people; 
and Ephraim-Israel responded, isi1, my husband. 

Then was ushered in the period of national and 
spiritual blessings, which are so graphically set forth 
by the prophet. Hosea 1: Io. 

‘* Yet, the number of the children of Israel shall 


be as the sand of the sea, which cannot be meas- 
ured nor numbered; and it shall come to pass 
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that, in the place where it was said unto them, 
Ye are not my people, it shall be said unto them, 
ye are the sons of the living God.” Hos. 1: Io. 
3. The Jews, upon whom the malediction still 
rests, are “few in number ’’—only fourteen millions 
throughout the world; but Ephraim-Israel is multi- 
tudinous, “‘the fulness of the nations”’ and “the 
commonwealth of nations ’’—occupying more than a 
quarter of the area of the whole earth, and possessing 
more than a quarter of its whole population. 
There is no necessity for dealing further with Mr. 
Stockdale’s letter, as other points which he mentions 
have been dealt with in previous chapters. 


CONCLUSION. 


1. To Enqumrers, I would venture to say that the 
questions which are involved in British-Israel Truth 
are numerous, difficult, and weighty. They call very 
specially for an unprejudiced mind, reverent and 
persevering study of the Holy Scriptures, and patient 
waiting upon God in prayer for the enlightening influence 
of the Holy Spirit. 


2. To British-Israehtes, 1 would venture to say 
that we need to be watchful, lest the glorious fact of 
our Identity with Ephraim-Israel should loom too 
largely in our vision, and should belittle our conception 
of other and more important truths. 


As our Leaders distinctly emphasise: “ British-Israel 
Truth is not salvation,” No Society holds more firmly 
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or emphasises more strongly the Salvation-Truths 
taught by the Lord Jesus :— 


“In whom we have our Redemption through 
His Blood, the forgiveness of our trespasses, 
according to the riches of His grace.””’ Eph.1: 7. 
Cultivating a deep sense of our personal and united 
responsibility ; manifesting a spirit of charity and 
forbearance towards those who oppose us; and main- 
taining ai spirit of absolute loyalty and devotion to our 
Divine Redeemer; our labours will be crowned with 
success; and thus the Second Advent Glory will be 
hastened, when Israel and Judah in the presence of 
their Enthroned and Crowned Messiah shall be one 
People for ever, representatively, in the Holy Land. 


Eagerly awaiting that blessed Millennial Day, British- 
Israelites will continually hold in affectionate and 
prayerful remembrance their Jewish brethren ; and they 
will cherish the deepest interest in all the Societies 
which are seeking the spiritual welfare of Judah 
throughout the world. 


**Pray for the peace of Jerusalem; They shall prosper 
that love thee.’’ Psalm. 122: 6. 
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GOD BLESS BRITANNIA! 


THE EMPIRE’S PRAYER. 


j 


God bless Britannia ! Girt by rolling wave ; 
Pride of our Fathers—manly, true and brave : 
Pearl of the ocean, Island of the free, 
God bless Britannia o’er her land and sea ! 
Chorus. 
God of our Fathers, be near us! 
Without Thee our Empire would fail ; 
But if Thy strong Arm shall uphold us, 
Britannia shall ever prevail. 


God bless Britannia, with her far-flung strands, 
Storm-fretted, snow-bound, or with golden sands ! 
May all her children in their hearts enshrine 
Thy Book, Thine honour, and Thy Name Divine. 


God bless Britannia ! Free from greed of pelf, 

Heeding the warning: ‘‘ Man deny thyself!” 
High be her purpose, mind and motive pure ; 
Undimmed her Crown shall then for aye endure. 


God bless Britannia ! Righteous be her reign ; 
Mercy and justice sway her vast domain ! 
All wrongs, redressed ; true brotherhood benign 
All hearts uniting in Thy Truth Divine. 


God bless Britannia ! Grace and peace be ours ! 

Grant us, Thine Israel, soul-reviving showers ! 
One Throne, one People, ‘neath Thy sov-reign sway— 
One loyal Empire prays this prayer to-day. 


Words and Music by Rev. JAMES MOUNTAIN, D.D. 
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